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BACKGROUND
f n April '1977 | twenty Shoreline Community residents were appointed by
the King County Council and Executive to prepare a plan that would
outline the orderly physical development of their community. This
group of citizens, known as the Shoreline Community Planning Com-
mittee worked with representatives of King County government and
citizens of the Shoreline area. Throughout the formation of the plan
community participation was strongly encouraged. Weekly committee
meetings were held which were open to the public. Two area wide
presentations, in which all property owners were invited by mail, were
organized to encourage citizen involvement. The result of this inten-
sive process is repreaented by this report. In summary, it includes
the Planning Committee's recommendations on issues relating to land
use, transportation, and recreation as adopted by the King County
Council. The Shoreline Community Plan is the major directive for
guiding land use, transportation and recreation decisions in Shoreline
during- the next 6 to 10 years. This document identifies recommended
population growth, development goals and policies to be encouraged by
King County. In addition, in order to implement the plan, the zoning
for some parcels has been ammended in an area-wide context.

STUDY AREA LOCATION

The Shoreline study area is located in the northwest.corner of King
County, between the city limits of Seattle and the King/ Snohomish
county line. lt is bounded by Puget Sound on the west, 145th St. on
the south, Lake Washington and 55th Ave. NE. on the east and 205th
St. on the north. Neighborhoods within the Shoreline area include;
Richmond Highlands, Richmond Beach, Innis Arden, the Highlands,
Echo Lake, North City, Ridgecrest, Hill Top, Sheridan Beach and the
City of Lake Forest Park.



t
ILEGAL FRAMEWORK FOR PIANNING

Both the State of Washington and King County recognize the importance
of planning for future growth and development.

Section 36.70.320 of the Revised Code of Washington requires each
county planning agency to lrprepare a comprehensive plan for the
orderly physical development of the county r or any portion thereof , and
may include any land outside its boundaries which, in the judgement of
the planning agency, relates to planning for the county.'r Further,
section 36. 70.340 states that "the comprehensive plan may also be
amplified and augmented in scope by progressively including more
completely planned areas consisting of natural homogeneous communities,
distinctive geographic areas, or other types of Districts having unified
interest within the total area of the county.r'

The King County Charter in section 320.?0 requires that the Executive
shall be responsible for "preparing and presenting to the county
Council comprehensive plans including capital improvement plans for the
present and future development of the county.rr section 220.?0 of the
charter states that the Council 'rshall adopt by ordinance comprehensive
pfans, including capital improvement plans , for the present and future
development of the county.rl

The comprehensive Plan for King county was adopted in 1964 to meet
the requirements of the Planning Enabling Act R.c.w.36.70. This
plan established the general goals and guidelines for development
throughout King county. However, since 1972 the King county Execu-
tive and Council has recognized the need to provide the various com-
munities and districts, that make up the county, with plans that more
closely meet their individual needs. R.c.w. 36.70.34A, as mentioned
above, permits the county to augment the comprehensive plan through
devices such as community plans.

The community plan for Shoreline was authorized by the County Council
in March of 1977. Motion 02946 established that the ilscope of the plan
shall be principally concerned with areas of LAND usE, TRANSPORTA-
TION, RECREATION AND RELATED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PRO.
GRAMS planned for implementation in the next six to twelve years.'l
The motion further appointed a 21 member Planning Committee, made up
of local shoreline residents, and a non-resident chairperson. The
Shoreline Community Plan Committee was responsible for Community
participation, assessment of community attitudes and desires, assistance
in developing the proposed policies/ programs and alternatives for the
plan and, finally, submitting a RECoMMENDED coMMUNtrY pLAN to
the County Executive and Council.

COMMUNITY PI-ANNI NG PROCESS

The development of a Community Plan can be broken down into a series
of 7 steps
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A. COiIMUNITY PROFILES

These profiles describe the existing physical, social and economic
make up of the community plan area, as well as county ordinanccs
and policies thaf influence the development of a plan.

B. COMMUNITY ATTITUDES

Through a series of community meetings the major issues, desires,
ideas, problems, etc. are identified and put in orden of priority.

c. cotrruuNtw coAt-rs AND poltctEs

During this process the Planning Division and the citizen planning
committee develop goals and policies which respond to future
population growth and other needs expressed by local residcnts
during the community meetings.

D. COMMUNITY I-AND USE, TRANSPORTATION, AND RECREATION PROGRAiIS

These represent the actual programs formulated by the planning
committee and planning division to implement the general goals and
policies. These projects consist, in part, of zoning changes, new
bus routes, recommended sites for future park acquisition, etc.

E. COMiIUNITY PLAN DRAFT

The draft plan summarizes the goals, policies and programs that
the citizen planning committee recommended. The draft plan is
open to review and change by all residents of the community
planning district. These final recommendations are submitted along
with the draft plan to the King County Council and Executive.

F. ENVIRONUENTAL IIIPACT STATEMENT

This step is performed by the Planning Division to assess what, if
ahY, impacts fmplcmcntation of the community plan wlll have on thc
environment in the community planning area.

G. FINAL COMMUNITY PIAN

This represents the final document adopted by the County Council
to guide development over the next 6 to tA years for the Shoreline
Community.

COM MU N ITY CHARACTERISTICS
The following is a brief summary of the various physical and social
features that make up the Shoreline Community. A complete inventony
is provided in the Shoreline Comqg-nlty Profile part l through part 5.



NATURAL CHARACTERISTICS

Shoreline is located in the northwest corner of King County, between
the City of Seattle on the south and Snohomish County on the north.
The community is a plateau that rises quickly above Puget Sound and
Lake Washington. The plateau is drained by 4 major streams; Boeing
Creek flowing into Puget Sound and McCleer, Lyon and Thorton creeks
running into Lake Washington.

There is only one natural lake in the Shoreline area, Echo Lake. Most
of the other ponds or lakes were created in the process of mining peat
along Thorton creek, i.e. Ronald Bog, etc. In other areas a few small
ponds have been created along the streams for flood control purposes.
Although no virgin timber exists in Shoreline there are substantial
stands of second growth conifers and native deciduous trees. Most of
this tree cover can be found on the steep slopes adjacent to Puget
Sound, Boeing, McAleer and Lyon creeks.

Outstanding features include, in part, the views available from the
edges of the plateau. the rural atmosphere in many areas of Shoreline
created by the heavy tree cover and the undisturbed appearance of the
shoreline along Puget Sound.

SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS

HISTORY

The first settlement in Shoreline was Richmond Beach established in the
late 1880rs. lt was connected to other populated areas on Puget Sound
by the Great Northern Railroad running along puget sound and the
ferry boats known as the 'mosquito fleet'. Because of limited access
growth in Shoneline remained limited until about 1910. At that time two
major north-south transportation links were built; Pacific Highway and
an lnterurban Railway. Growth and development accelerated through
the 1920's, until the depression of the 1930's. At the outbeak of World
War ll a tremendous amount of new housing was constructed in Shore-
line to serve the needs of people moving to seattle for defense pro-
duction and families stationed at the nearby military bases. This
growth continued after the war and through the 1960's until the popula-
tion reached a level of just over 60,000 people. By the 1970's all but
'109o of available land had been developed and as a result population
growth has dropped dramatically. Today the population is 60,000
persons.

DEiIOGRAPHY

shoreline is a fairly homogeneous community. Ninty-eight percent of
the population is white and in the middle income level. The average
household is slightly greater than 3 pensons per household. In 1970
the census showed that over 58? of the families had children under 18
living at home. However, by 1977 the number of school children had
dropped significantly, from 17,000 school children to 12,000.

shoreline is still a young community; in 1970 only 5.3% of the population
was over 65. Less than 3% of the total population is made up of
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rrethnicrt grgups, the most significant are Afro-Americans, Asians, and
Spanish-speaking residents.

Shoreline as a whole has a median income higher than the total for King
County. As of 1970 3.2t of the Shoreline households were below the
poverty level and .51t were receiving public assistance.

PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES

Shoreline is a suburban community and a wide range of services are
necessary to provide for the social and health needs of the residents.
The major facilities include the following;

RECREATION

Because of the Forward Thrust Bond issue passed by King County
Residents in 1968, Shoreline has most of the necessary neighborhood
and community parks it needs. There is a lack however, of athletic
fields and a few neighborhood park sites

scHooLs
The student population in Shoreline has decreased from 17r000 students
in 1970 to just'over 1?,OOO today. This has resulted in the closure of
some schools. However, only one school has been sold (as a park site)
and, therefore, there are sufficient facilities to meet any major increase
in the student population that might occur. lt is anticipated that even
by 1990 the sclrool population will only be slightly higher than it was in
1 970.

FIRE AND FOLICE PROTECTION

There are 3 Fire stations, 2 volunteer and 1 manned, in the Shoreline
Community. In addition to these the City of Seattle provides service to
the south-east corner of Shoreline and Fire District 16 (Kenmore Area)
provides protection senvice in the north-east area of the community.

Police protection is provided by King County Public Safety. The area
is served by a new precinct station that has been recently completed in
the Kenmore area.

UTILITIES

Shoreline is served by 5 separate water districts and 6 sewer districts.
The entire Shoreline area is now served by public water and all but few
small areas are presently served by sanitary sewers. lt is anticipated
that all remaining areas in Shoreline will probably be sewered by 1990.

Stormwater runoff relies almost exclusivety on natural systems.
Because of this King County has enacted ordinances which limit the
amount of stormwater runoff from any new development. Stormwater
from these developments must be metered by on-site retention tb pre-
vent excessive erosion and flooding.
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Solid waste is either handled through individual contracts with private
disposal companies or by hauling the waste to the First Northeast
Transfer station, located near N. 165th and Corliss Ave. N. A minimal
fee is charged for all county residents

Electrical service is provided by Seattle City Light, natural gas by
Washington Natural Gas and telephone service by Northwest Bell and
General Telephone.

TRANSPORTATION

Shoreline developed around the North-South transpor tation routes
connecting the Seattle and Everett metropolitan areas. This has been
both a benefit and a pr"oblem. Access to seatile and Everett is
generally quite good. Unfortunately, there are no direct routes east-
west connecting the areas along Puget Sound with Kenmore/Bothell and
other areas on the east side of Lake Washington. Bus service is reason-
ably good to downtown Seattle as well, but east-west service has been
recommended for improvement.

DEVE LOPM E NT C HARACTE RISTICS
I.AND USE AND ZONING

The majority of Shoreline is zoned for single family housing about 4units per acre. Areas along steep slopes and ravines are generallyzoned at lesser densities to minimize developmental -impacts.
Multi-family and commercial development are concentrated along AuroraAve. N., at Richmond Beach, Ballinger Tenrace, North ciiy, LakeForest Park shopping center, lsth NE. and NE. 14s, and at the
northern end of Lake City

At the beginning of this planning process approximatley 109 of shore-line remained undeveloped. Much of this land is zoned for residential
development, either single family or multi-family housing. During thepast two years, as a result of the recent housing demand, much ol the
vacant land is now being developed for housing.
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COMMU N ITY PARTICI PATION
It is the objective of Community Planning to identify development goals'
policies and improvernents that meet the general desires of the com-

munity. The planning process has included intensive community partic!-
pation. A ciiizen C-ommunity Plan Committee was formed and public
attendance was strongly encouraged during the year of _planning
meetings that were held-to formulaie the plan. The Planning Committee

was formed to represent the varied views and opinions within the
Shoreline Community. Representation included community organizations'
various dg€, ethnic, and cultural groups and the geographical
distribution of the PoPulation.

One of the important steps in the community planning pro-ces.s was to
assess community attitudes relative to the development of tle study
area. A survey of this type will help to facilitate identification of a

community's goals. How can this information be gathered? A proven
process invotiring small groups at community meetings was employed in
bhoreline. Theie werJ four community meetings held in various
locations (per zip codes) and in addition, both the Shoreline Community
Plan committee and the shoreline chamber of commerce underwent the
same process. The procedure used at these meeting resulted in a list
of priorities regarding the issues expressed by the participants' The
issues and their prioity are listed below.

Subsequent to these area-wide community meetings' the Shoreline Com-

munity plan Committee met on a regular schedule from the first of May

1977 to the first of April 1978. These meetings, which the public was

encouraged to attend, were consistently covered by the -local news-
paper, -1fre Shoreline Journal. The Planning Division office has a

reiorO of all articles written regarding the Shoreline Plan, the Com-

mittee or other King County activity that occurred during the planning
process. Copies oi the Planning Committee meeting minutes are also

available.

COMMUNITY PRIORITIES

PRIORITY t. TRANSFORTATION

Transportation was mentioned by residents more than twice the number

of times of any other issue and represents a third of all issues dis-
cussed. Topping the list of transportation issues was the need for
improved p,rOti.- transportation, both within Shoreline and to areas

outside, especially east of Lake Washington and Snohomish county'
More park 'and riae lots, pedestrian safety in terms of sidewalks,
paths, crossings, etc., and 

'the need fon bicycle paths tallied next in

importance among transportation issues. Also mentioned were problems

with east-west tiansporiation, in general, and issues against extension
of NE. 205 St.

General concerns were stated regarding traffic control at specific loca-

tions i i,e. , speed control, signals, signing and circulation problems.
Finaliy, there were some issues concerning streetlighting, and a few

concerned with roadway maintenance.



PRIORITY II. PUBLIC SAFEW

These items represent the second major category of concerns. Mostissues generated were. in regard to potice jrotection; better responsetime and increased police pat-rols especially in residential areas to deterburglary and vandalism. Problems with animal contnol was anotherimportant issue. The need for an emergency phone no. or tg11t, andexpansion of the 'Medic ilr program consistinily scored high.
PRIORITY III. LAND USE PLANNING AND ZONING
The majority of issues in this category focused on the desire to protectthe single family residential character of Shoreline; in reja"O to zoningrestrictions, expansion of commercial areas, and infringeirent of multi-family residential sites. concern was also voiced on the need toimprove publicity of proposed zoning cnanges.-
PRIORITY IV. RECREATION

Community comments focused on the need to develop and expand exist-
'-ng 

parks, acquire and develop new parks, and the need ior specificfaci lities .

PRIORITY V. ENVIRONUENTAL MANAGEMENT
The need to initiatg noise control topped the list of community concernsin this category. Next, the 'need for preservation of openspace/greenbelt areas was mentioned several times. A general concernfor aesthetics was expressed through issues regarding randscaping,beautification of commercial areas, sig-n control, and litter control. Thereduction of lighting to save energy and the need to recycle were alsoareas of concern.

PRIORITY VI. GOVERNMENT

A concern with high taxes in one form or another represented most ofthe issues in this category. The need to improve the delivery ofgovernmental services was also mentioned.
PRIORITY VII. SCHOOLIS AND HUMAN SERVICES
The greatest number of issues here expressed, in one way or another,the desire for increased and innovalive use by the commrnitv of schoolsand facilities; especially schools which have been closed. other issueswere the need for better school funding, the disposal of the ShoreviewSchool site, along with the need for specilic human services.
PRIORIW VIII. UTILITIES AND DRAINAGE

As expected, most of these issues were site specific; drainage pro-blems, areas subject to flooding, and sewer problems. However, thedesire for undergrou.nd wiring was expressed many times. specificdrainage recommendations are not included in the blan, however anoverall recommendation is made under ltem B on page 15.
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ALTERNATIVES FOR GROWTH
Development or growth of a community is usually influenced by two
basic conditions: 1) the economic growth in the community and 2) the
amount and type of public investment that is made. The first method
relates, basically, to the number of jobs and their accessibility. When
jobs are plentiful people move into the community. As the number of
jobs decrease the movement of new population into-the community slows.
In extreme conditions population will decrease. The second influence to
growth is the level of services in a community, such as transportation,
utilities, recreation, etc. A residential community's growth will be
restricted if , for instance, the road system linking that residential area
to an employment center has a capacity much less than the number of
auto trips that could be generated if the community fully developed.

However, it would be simplistic to imply that only two or three condi-
tions totally affect the growth of a community, it is the combination of
many factors that control development. But, because public policies
and services play a role in controlling or encouraging growth, new
policies or programs that are developed as part of the community plan
should support or be consistent with the anticipated growth.

How much growth can be expected over the next 5 to 10 years? The
Shoreline Community Plan Committee recommended that development
should be consistent with the overall desires of their community and be
in balance with existing resources. In order to develop a goal that
best reflected the community interest the Planning Committee reviewed a
wide variety of Growth Alternatives. The list of possible choices was
then reduced to three, for more careful analysis. These are listed
below:

ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT GOALS FOR SHORELINE

Encourage zero or low population and employment growth, 631000
to 65,000 people by 1990.

Continue the present trend of moderate population and emplgyment
growth, from 631000 persons in 1977 to 75,000 persons by 1990'

Continue moderate population prowth, same as 8., but encourage
a higher growth of employment -.

1'75,000 persons are also forecasted for the Shoreline area by the Puget
Sound Council of Governments lnterim Regional Development Plan by
1 990.
)
'Twice the l.R.D.P. estimates for new commercial development was used
as a possible goal to encourage additional employment.



The following table shows what effect the alternative growth proposals
would have on land use in shoreline.

LAND USE ACREAGE REOUIREMENTS

Existing Existing Acreage Requirements per

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Land Use
Categories

Single Family
Residential

Multi-Family
Residential

Commercial/
Office

Manu-
facturing

lFThe amount
be increased

Land Use Zoned
Acreage Acreage

375

4254

of land zoned for commercial and
to meet the commercial demands

4,800 Ac. 6,093 Ac. 4,800 Ac. 5,090 Ac. 5,090 Ac.

139 139 224 2?4

' Alternatives
ilAn llBrl |lcrl

395* 486*

s6
office uses would have to
of Goals rrBrr or rrCrr.

After these possible goals were reviewed, the Shoreline Community Plan
Committee chose alternative rrCrr to meet what is assumed to be the
general consensus of. the Shoreline Community.
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SHORELINE DEVELOPMENT GOAL

The Shoreline community should grow at a moderate rate through 1990. Local employ'
ment opportunities, however, should be expanded at a somewhat higher rate. All new

dwetopment shor,rld be required to preserve and enhance the environment in Shoreline.
Existing tree cover and open space should be retained as much as possible. New dwelop'
ment should provide well maintained landscape buffering adjacent to existing development.

This development goal presumes that the Shoreline population will not
exceed approximately 75r000 persons by 1990. But to improve local
employment opportunities a greater amount of commercial and office
development should be encouraged. The Puget Sound Council of Gov-
ernments estimated that a population of 751000 people would support 395
acres of commercial and office development in Shoreline. This is based
on the assumption that most jobs for Shoreline residents will still be
located outside the community. The development goal recommends that
this condition change slightly by encouraging commercial/office develop-
ment that provides a greater percentage of jobs for the local population
than what now exists. lt is anticipated that more commercial/office land
would have to be provided for the additional business. This plan
estimates that between 400 and 500 acres should be provided for com-
mercial development in Shoreline.

Although the development Goal recognizes the need to provide new
housing and jobs in Shoreline this development should not significantly
alter the remaining tree cover and open space. New developments
should also provide sufficient landscaping or other architectural bar-
riers that both buffer and harmonize with existing adjacent develop-
ments, especially single family housing.

iIAJOR IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT GOAL

What effect will this Growth Goal have on the three elements that must
be covered in the Shoreline Community Plan; Land Use, Transportation
and Recreation?

LAND USE

The development goal will not drastically change the existing pattern of
land use in Shoreline. The community will remain a suburban
neighborhood with single family housing as the predominant -land use.
fUucn of the vaiant land for both single family and multi-family will be
developed by 1990. Additional land for commercial/ office development
will have to be provided to both meet expected demand and encourage
additional growth.

TRANSPORTATION

An increase in population will cause a further demand on the existing
road system. However due to the amount of existing development,
construction of major new roads are not anticipated. The existing road

11



system will continue to be upgraded with better signalization, other
traffic control devices, and improved bicycle and pedestrian facilities.
Public transit will have to be improved to meet the increasing demand
for more bus service and to carry the additional trafflc that the present
road system will be unable to handle.

RECREATION

In the analysis on recreation presented in the Shoreline Community
Profile, Part 5, outside of a few small park sites that still must be
acquired to meet the needs of those neighbor:hoods, the most significant
demand will be for a major urban park. The need will continue to
increase as the Shoreline population grows to 751000 persons. Other
existing park acreage for neighborhood parks/playgrounds and com-
munity parks/playfields will be sufficient to meet the proposed develop-
ment goal. But facilities in most of the parks, such as soccer/ football
fields, childrens play equipment, etc. must continue to be expanded to
meet the needs of both the existing population and future growth.

POLICIES
LU.l I

A COMMUNITY REVIEW PROCESS SHOULD BE ESTABLISHED FOR THE
PURPOSE OF EXAMINING, CRITIQUING, AND PROVIDING RECOMMEN-
DATIONS TO THE COUNTY COUNCIL AND EXECUTIVE WHETHER OR
NOT PROPOSED REZONES, SUBDIVISIoNS, sHoRT PLATS, COMMER-
ctAL, APARTMENT, INDUSTRIAL AND PUBLIC CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
PRoJECTS MEET THE GOALS, POLICIES, PRIORITIES AND NEW

ZONING STANDARD5 OF THE ADOPTED COMMUNITY PLAN.

LU.2
MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING INTENDED SPECIFICALLY FOR THE ELDERLY
SHOULD NOT BE CONSIDERED IN THE GENERAL REALM OF OTHER
MULTI.FAMILY HOUSING. ELDERLY HOUSING SHOULD BE RECOG-
NIZED AS GENERATING LESS IMPACTS UPON SURROUNDING NEIGH-
BORHOODS THAN TRI\DITIONAL MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DEVEL'
oPMENT; AND SHOULD BE EVALUATED ON SITE-SPECIFIC MERITS.

LU-3
AN ORDINANCE(S) ESTABLISHING LANDSCAPING, SCREENING, slGN,
NOTSE;* AND GLARE STANDARDS SHOULD BE ENACTED. SUFFICIENT
SETBACKS SHOULD BE REQUIRED TO AID lN MAINTANING A
QUALTTY ENVIRONMENT AND TO PROTECT RESIDENCES OR OTHER
SENSITIVE AREAS ADJACENT TO ALL NEW AND EXPANDING INDUS-
TRIAL, COMMERCIAL/OFFICE, MULTI- AND SINGLE-FAMILY DEVELOP-
MENTS.

,( Noise from heat pumps was mentioned as a serious problem that
should be considered when reviewing development plans. Heat
pumps should be kept as far away from adjacent residences as
possible.
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LU4
THE SHORELINE CCOMMUNITY 5HOULD REMAIN PREDOMINANTLY A
RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITY. ALTHOUGH THE PLAN RECOGN]ZES THE
NEED FOR A W]DE MIXTURE OF OTHER LAND USES, INCLUDING
MULTI-FAMtLY, COMMERCTAL, MANUFACTURING AND COMMUNITY
SERVICES, THE DEVELOPMENT OF THESE USES SHOULD BE CON.
TROLLED TO MINIMIZE THE IMPACT ON EXlSTING RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOODS AND SINGLE FAMILY HOMES.

LU.5
THE NEED FOR LOW INCOME FAMILY HOUSING EXISTS THROUGHOUT
KING COIUNTY AND THE LOCATIONS FOR THAT HOUSING SHOULD
BE SHARED BY ALL COMMUNITIES. THE HOUSlNG SHOULD BE HOMO-
GENEOUS WITH OTHER HOUSING IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND DIS-
PERSED SO AS NOT TO APPRECIABLY CHANGE THE EXISTING SOCIAL
OR ECONOMIC MAKE.UP OF THE COMMUNITY.

LU.6
KING COUNTY SHOULD DEVELOP AN ORDINANCE THAT WOULD LIMIT
AND/OR CONTROL THE STORING OF JUNKED VEHICLES ON PRIVATE
PROPERTY AND ON PUBLIC STREETS IN SINGLE FAMILY AND MULTl.
FAMI LY RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS.

LU-Ga
KING COUNTY SHOULD DEVELOP AN ORDINANCE THAT WOULD CON-
TROL THE STORING OF RECREATIONAL VEHICLES AND WATERCRAFT
ON PRIVATE PROPERTY AND PUBLIC STREETS IN 5INGLE FAMILY
AND MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS.

LU-7
K|NG COUNTY SHOULD DEVELOP AND ENACT, AS SOON A5 POS-
SIBLE, AN AMENDMENT TO THE KING COUNTY NOISE ORDINANCE
THAT WOULD PROVIDE SPECIFIC REGULATIONS FOR NOISE CONTROL
OF ALL WATERCRAFT.

LU€
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL STREETS SHOULD NOT BE UNDULLY
IMPACTED BY ADDITIONAL TRAFFIC GENERATED FROM USES OTHER
THAN SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING.

LU-9
REDESIGNATION OF LAND TO MULTI-FAMILY ZONES SHOULD ONLY
BE ALLOWED WHEN AN INADEQUATE SUPPLY OF VACANT MULTI-
FAMILY ZONED LAND EXISTS EITHER IN THE SHORELINE COMMUNITY
PLANNING AREA OR PORTIONS THEREOF. ANNUALLY THE DEPART.
MENT OF PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SHALL UPDATE
THE DATA.

LU.lO
1N ORDER TO MAXIMIZE AVAILABLE LAND FOR MULTI-FAMILY DEVEL'

OPMENT AND PROVIDE ADDITIONAL INCENTIVES TO DEVELOP
VncaNf coMMERCtAL LAND THE MTXED USE ZoNING CLASSIFI-
CATION COULD BE APPROVED BY THE COUNTY COUNCIL TO PERMIT
APARTMENT AND COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT ON THE SAME SITE OR

IN THE SAME BUILDING.
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LU-l1
KING COUNTY SHOULD ENCOURAGE THE PRESERVATION AND/OR
EMPHASIS OF PARTICULARLY ENJOYABLE NATURAL OR MAN-MADE
FEATURES IN SHORELINE.

LU-l2
NEW DEVELOPMENTS SHOULD BE REQUIRED TO PRESERVE AS MANY
EXISTING TREES AS POSSIBLE SO AS TO MAINTAIN THE PRESENT
SENSE OF OPEN SPACE IN SHORELINE.

LU.l3
KING COUNTY SHOULD ENCOURAGE BEAUTIFICATION AND OTHER
IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS IN BUSINESS AREAS WHICH WOULD IMPROVE
THEIR ECONOMlC STABILITY AND THEIR INTERFACE WITH SUR-
ROUNDING RESI DENTIAL NEIGHBORHOODS

LU-l4
NON.POLLUTING, LOW TRAFFIC GENERATING LIGHT MANUFACTURING
SHOULD BE ENCOURAGED ON THOSE AREAS IDENTIFIED IN THIS
PLAN FOR MANUFACTURING USES.

LU.l5
DEVELOPMENT OF GENERAL COMMERCIAL (CG) ZONES SHOULID BE
ENCOURAGED IN ORDER TO CREATE EXPANDED EMPLOYMENT OPPOR-
TUNITIES. KING COIUNTY SHOULD CONSIDER EFFICIENT SITE
PLANNING TECHNIQUES IN PROPOSALS FOR BUSINESS PARK DEVEL-
OPMENT WITHIN CG ZONES.

LU.l6
KING COUNTY SHOULD IMPROVE PUBLIC NOTIFICATION OF REZONE
REQUESTS BY MORE VISUAL AND EXPANDED NOTIFICATION TO
SURROUNDING PROPERTY OWNERS.

The Shoreline Community Plan Committee
made the following additional recommenda-
tion to the King County Department of
Planning and Community Development for
the notification of proposed zoning
changes:

A. At least a minimum of ?0 property
owners in the immediate area should
be notified of a proposed zone
change. The same notice should also
be sent to officially registered Com-
munity Councils and Clubs that are in
the same planning area and to lbcal
newspapers serving the area.

Deslgn of Rezone Requcst Slgn

B. Require that a sign be posted on the property proposed for a
rezone for 30 days pneceding the first hearing. This sign
shall be approximately 2t x 3r in size, similar to rear estaterrFor sale'r signs and displayed so that it can be seen easiry
by the public.
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LU.l7
THE BASIC EMPHASIS OF THE POLICIES, PROGRAMS Ary,D-.DtVELOP-

MENT PROJECTS IDENTIFIED IN THE SHORELINE COMMUNITY PLAN

ARE INTENDED TO UNDERSCORE THE DESIRE OF THE COMMUNITY TO

PRESERVE AND ENHANCE THE SUBURBAN RESIDENTIAL QUALITY OF

SHORELI N E N EI GHBORHOODS.

LU-l8
cLosED scHooL slrES eruo/oR vAcANT CLASSROOMS SHOULD BE

vlEWED AS UNUSED COMMUNITY ASSETS; AND ACTIVITIES WHICH

WOULD BENEFIT FROM THE USE OF THESE SITES SHOULD BE EN-

COURAGED. UPON THE SHORELINE SCHOOL DISTRICTIIS INITIA'
TloN, KING COUNTY SHOULD ASSIST lN DEVELOPING SPECIFIC
PROPOSALS FOR THE CONTINUED USE OF SCHOOL sITES.

ADDITIONAL RECOMMENDED STUDY AND PIANS
The development scheme and recommended projects identified.,are re-
flections and amplification of the policies recommended in this plan '
lmplementation of many of these policies can be accomplished through
zoning changes and capital improvement projects. However, implementa-
tion of some of the policies will require additional study and develop-
ment which is simply beyond the scope and time frame of this Com-

munity plan. The'following is a list of projects that would have to be

completed after adoption of the plan. lt i9 recommended that these
studies be completed and submitted to the King County Counc.il within
the next 5 yea'rs. The Planning Division should take responsibility to
see that these studies are completed within that time.

A.
An ordinance establishing specific landscaping and buffering standards
for new or expanding development should be developed as soon as

possible. The iurpos6 of the landscape ordinance should be to provide
bn alternative for buffering residential areas f rom more intense or
active developments, i . e. , commercial , off ice, industrial , etc. ln the
past, King bounty' has generally relied on. "transitional zoning" to

irrorriae piotection'or buffiring of incompatible land uses. Unfortun-
ately, in developed areas such as Shoreline, this policy has lead to the
rezoning of existing single-family residences to provide for th.e transi-
tional area. The ordinance should provide sufficient standards for
landscaping or architectural barriers that will buffer existing housing
from the more intense developments without the necessity fo rezoning
and encroaching into residential communities.

B.
Drainage plans, funding proposals, and specific recommendations for
both immediate short-teim' improvements and longer term improvements
should be developed by King County. Specific attention should be paid

to Boeing Creek, especially in the Highlands Park area, Lyon Creek,
and McAleer Creek,' including the impact of the Mountlake Terrace
Study of Lake Ballinger.
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c.
A method should be investigated to establish a local community group
(within the planning area) that would provide and encourage continued
community involvement after the development and adoption of a com-
munity plan. (re; policy LU-1).

D.
Further study should be made for a proposal that would amend King
Countyrs zoning ordinance regarding the long term storage of motorized
vehicles and boats in Residential neighborho-ods. Guidelines should be
developed that would outline where and for how long vehicles could be
stored on private property and in public rights-of-way. (re; policy
LU-6 and 6a).

E.
Additional Legislation should be developed to control the noise levels of
power boats on Lake Washington. This Legislation would be submitted
as an amendment to King county's Noise ordinance. (re; policy LU-7).

F.
Legislation should be developed that would amend the zoning code to
allow mixed-use development, residential development in conjunEtion with
commercial development on the same site and/or within the same build-
ing. Recommended areas for this type of development have been identi-
fied in the Community Plan. (re; policy LU-10).

G.
An in-depth study of the North City area should be undertaken to
supplement this community plan.
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Plonning Process TRANSPORTATION
PIANNING PROCESS

The transportation planning process
is built around several very funda-
mental activities.

The detailed information developed
through the various steps of the
Transportation Planning Process are
documented in the Shoreline Trans-
portation Plan published in Septem-

ber, 1980. Highlights of this process as they apply to the Shoreline
area are outlined below:

A. COMMUNITY INPUT

People living and working in the Shoreline area have provided important
insight into understanding the way they travel and how their transpor-
tation systems are used. ln addition, their input is essential to estab-
lishing policy, guiding development, and pinpointing problem areas.
The mechanism established to gather this information consisted of an
initial round of areawide meetings and thereafter a series of regularly
scheduled community meetings focusing on goal identification, policy
development, needs studies, project formulation, and programming.

B. GOALS AND POLICIES

One of the most important elements in the community planning process
is the determination of community goals and the formulation of policies
to achieve them. This is critical to gauging community attitudes and
identifying the desired course of development for an area. In the
Shoreline area a series of meetings were conducted to generate input on
community ideas, interest, concerns, needs, and desires. This input
was used to identify important community issues and potential policy
areas. These issues were then analyzed and prioritized with
transportation precipitating as the most important area of concern.

ir
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,*rro*, ,ron, I r*rnro*r-ru***l Elements that are unique or signifi-
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1||]||]j|]1-t cant to transoortation are then de-t J - fined and arrayed around the frame-
*t!35i1,, I F'RE.A'T,r'*,1 ;;;k it"tt"o by the above steps,
nvnrLnsLs I cot{prTloNs I thereby refining the process and

7 proctucing a oetaiteo ptanning tool.
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C. EHMINATION OF PAST STUDIES

Research of past..and 
^ongoing studies was critical to establishing ana.rea-wide .perspective of pio;eCts which may have the potential to im:pactthe Shoreline transportation- element. Such studies include the SR-522study, the sR-104 corridor study, sR-5 sc & Dt study, METRO park

?ng Fio: Plan, METRO North op-erating Base study, ilid xing countylnterim Transportation plan, and the Kin! county General BicyclE plan.

D. INVENTORY EXISTING SYSTEiI

One of the most important elements of transportation system analysisand development consists of a thorough and detailea comjilation of datagl th_e existing transportation system. This process helps in theidentification of .those existing facilities which need improvements andnew facilities which need to b! developed. Critical factors for analysis
incf ude:

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities - collection and generation ofinformation on bicycle "ld pedestrian attractors anl generatorssuch as schools, recreationai areas, shopping areas, and elderlypopulation concentrations; inventory ;i Jhoulder conditions,drainage, crosswarks, righting, sidewirks, bike routes and paths,and accident rates were importint for identifying improvements.

inventory of transit routes,
lots, detailed information on
levels of service, transfer
and potential attractions were

Transit Service and Facilities
shelters, stops, and park and ride
frequency of runs, travel times,
requirements and times, and existing
analyzed.

I
I
I
I
I
rr
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:l
streets- and Highways - inventory of residential locations, size ofpopulation, existing services, R/w widths, traffic volumes, signallocations, pavement condition, and highway and intersection
capacity are all important.

E. PROJECTION OF FUTURE TRAVEL AND TRANSFORTATION NEEDS

An important part of the forecasting step is the analysis of trends andfactors which may facilitate or imfact travel in thl long run. Keyelements in the forecasting scenario are population, employient, tnavelvolumes on streets and highways, iransit patronage, and landdevelopment. Trip forecasts in thd 3horeline area were developed bydividing the study area into 1zz zones, and applying existing anilforecasted population and employment information to each. potential
person- trip production and generation within each zone was thendetermined. Travel projections are then made for various future year
altennatives.

F. PROJECT DEVELOPiIENT AND ESTABLISHiIENT OF PRIORITIES

Jh. development of projects consists of generating a list of potential
improvements fo1 all transportation facililites (bi-fce 

"nJ pedestrian,streets and highways, and transit) based on citizen input, agencyanalysis, inventory, and existing and future needs studies. Rr-lectiwere reviewed by the Shoreline Community Planning Committee and the
18
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agencies within the Technical Advisory Committee. A method of
evaluation and prioritization was then utilized in order to "sift throughrl
the projects, rank them, and determining their priorities for
development. Further analysis and review of this refined pnoject list
produced cost estimates and the basis for the transportation
improvement program thereby setting the stage for programming.

G. DEVELOP]TIENT OF AN IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

Utilizing the priorities and cost generated in the above step, a

preliminary capital improvement program was prepared. Funding
availability wasi explored and finalized. The whole program is then
submitted to the citizens and agencies for review and refinement into
the final plan document and recommended project.

H. PROJECT EVALUATION AND MONITORING

In order to assure the validity of project proposals and to effectively
phase their future development and implementation, it is necessary to
monitor and evaluate not only specific projects but the whole
improvement plan on a regular basis. What will be involved in the
Shoreline area is a regular, yearly re-evaluation of the improvement
program and a re-prioriiization analysis of projects. The intent of such
activities is to monitor changes in the area that might impact on the
transportation system and to keep the improvement program abreast of
this. For exampie, a major widening project may be phased for 1985,
but unforeseen circumstances between now and 1985 may modify that
project schedule. Periodic evaluation would be able to pinpoint this
situation and aid in modifying the program to reflect current needs and
desires.

POLICIES
The Shoreline eommunity Plan Transportation Policies fall into three
general catagories - transit, bicycle and pedestrian, and auto. lt must
5e stressed ttrat these policies, although specifically developed for the
Shoreline area, reflect and conform to the overall transportation goals
and policies that wene developed for the Comprehensive Plan and adopt-
ed for the County as a whole. This coordination assures consistency
and uniformity in County as well as Shoreline area development. The
policies developed for Shoreline are listed below..

GENERAL POLICY

T-1

EXlSTING AND NEW TRANSPORTAION FACILITIES AND SERVICES
SHoulo ADDRESS THE TRANSPoRTATIoN MoBlLlrY NEEDs oF THE

ELDERLY, DISABLED, AND LOW-INCOME SEGMENTS OF THE POPULA-

iiol, exHRttclNG THEIR AccESs ro soclAL, EcoNoMlc' HEALTH'
AND RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES.

Transportation serves as the means for providing the opportunity !o
commuinity life and for access to services that enable persons. to remain

f,".ftny jnd independent. Age, disability, and cost are problems that
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can impede the mobiltiy of the population. Though this particularsegment of the population does _not-specifically desire-to Ue singled out,there is a need-to provide services aho facilid'ies that can be ut]lized bythe elderly, disabled, and low-income. A; implied- uv tt,i, policy,existing and new transportation services/facilities shoulb address theneed for and provide transportation usable UV the efOeify, disabled,and low-income... such a sysiem shoufd be multi-moa"t-i;;;6" and tiedinto the community and regional transportation network

TRANSIT FOLICIES

T-2

IMPROVE PUBLIC TRANSIT SERVICE AND AMENITIf,S BOTH WITHINTHE SHORELINE AREA AND TO MAJOR DESTINATIONS OUTSIDE OFTHE SHORELINE AREA.

The majority of transit concern.s- expressed in the public meetings weregeneral comments relating to "improving transit iervice,,. Th; mostspecific concerns related to improving elst-west service. Most of theeast-west concerns were for local circulation to major activity centerswithin the shoreline area including Shoreline commuhity cotteie, Rich-mond Beach, Aurora. Village, Lake Forest park shopping- C"ni"r, Fir-
9r9st complex, Hamlin- park, Kings 

- 
Garden, and otirer ictivity areas.Other specific service improvements included recommendations for betterservice to major destinations outside of the Shoreline area including theuniversity of washingtion, Bothell, Lynnwood, Everett, ano emptoy:mentareas in {ing County.. . Requests were made fon more transii'shilter,bus stop signs, posted bus schedules, and other types of transit ameni-ties.

T-3

IMPROVE LOCAL TRANSIT SERVICE OR PARATRANSIT SERVICE
LINKING SHOPPING, BUSINESS, EDUCATIONAL, RECREATTONAL, AND
RESIDENTIAL AREAS.

METRo's current transit emphasis is to provide a competitive trans-portation mode as an alternative to the auio. Shifting commuters fromthe auto to transit during the peak hour reduces co-ngestion and de-
creases the need for new highway facilities and major highway improve-ments. However, another major area of concern with the' Shbreline
citizens was for better service for non-work trips including shopping,
recreation, school, etc. Many of the citizens feit that smali-er buses or
alternate forms of bus service shoutd be provided. This service could
involve paratransit-type service which couid include carpools, taxipools,
vanpools, mini-bus, dial-a-ride, or subscription bus 

-service. 
These

improvements would provide better service to those segments of thepopulation which.are -dependent on non-auto travel, namel-y the elderly,young, poor and handicapped.
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T-4

cooRDtNATE BtgycLE, PEDESTRTAN, BUs, AND AUTO SYSTEMS TO
ESTABLISH EASY TRANSFER BETWEEN DIFFERENT MODES OF TRANS-
PORTATION.

Integrating the different modes of transportation to increase the tnans-
fer capabilities can improve tnavel times and reduce the dependence on
the automobile. Many comments were received favoring the construction
of park and ride lots in the Shoreline area. Examples of mode coor-
dination could involve the provision of bicycle storage facilities at major
transit transfer points, construction of park and ride lots, transit flyer
stops, transit shelters, and adjustment of bus schedules. Smaller park
and ride or park and pool lots developed through leasing such proper-
ties as closed gas stations, church parking lots, shopping center park-
ing or utilizing vacant governmental owned properties would also en-
hance better transit ridership and the formation of more carpools.

PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE FOLICIES

T-5

DEVELOP A SAFE SYSTEM OF BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
TYrNG TOGETHER SCHOOLS, RECREATIONAL AREAs, BUSINESS
AREAS AND OTHER ACTIVITY CENTERS.

Nonmotorized modes of transpontation such as bicycle and walking have
come into sharp focus with increasing citizen awareness of and concern
for energy conservation, personal fitness and recreational opportunity.
Add this to the everpresent youth bicycle use and you are faced with a
broader scope and scale of nonmotonized travel. Addressing this image
of bicycle/pedestrian activity, the community has expressed concern
over dealing with both the opportunities that can be enhanced through
transportation actions in this area and the problems that may be gener-
ated. Central to this concern are the factors of safety and routing.
Uncoordinated facilities and/or routes are seen as less desirable than a
comprehensive system and linkages to major educational, commercial,
business, and residential areas are desirable in addressing the broad
scope of user needs.

T-6

BIKEWAY DEVELOPMENT SHOULD EMPHASIZE THE USE OF SECONDARY
OR COLLECTOR ARTERIAL RIGHTS-OF.WAY OR UTILITY RIGHTS.OF-
WAY.

Equal to the desire to see new and/or improved facilities provided for
the community is the desire to do the job in the most cost-efficient
manner. Emphasizing use of publicly owned right-of-way rather than
buying new right-of-way will reduce costs and result in the develop-
ment of more facilities. Retention of the interurban right-of-way under
one governmental ownership would facilitate possible future develop-
ments. Secondary and arterial rights-of-way should be emphasized for
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speed limits, and the number
generally less than on major

NEW CONSTRUCTION OF PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES SHOULD PROVIDESAFE TRAVEL FOR ALL SEGMENTS OF THE POPULATION-INiIUDiN;
THE ELDERLY AND HANDlCAPPED WHERE APPROPRIATE.

Comfort, convenience, and especially safety are probably the foremostelements that are taken int6 coniideration in 'Oesilnihg-" pedestrianfacilities. Amenities such as sidewalksl paved, g.ar"i"J 5r reinforcedshouldersl street. lighting; and pedestriah overpasses can do much toenhance the environment and promote nonmotorized means of fravei,especially around areas of schools and recreation. However, with thegrowing awareness of the needs and desires of or. 
"ia".ly 

'Jna 
handi-capped citizens, conventional design and routing scheme's ire inade-quate.. Simple elements of the street environment iuch as curbs, steps,and sidewalks (or lack thereof) can impose insurmountable obstacles to

I|^9" p.nd e.asy. movement by those with abulatory handicaps. Addingthis dimension to design criteria is therefor"-n".errary and important inproviding adequate and safe facilities to all segments of the community.

T-8

NEW COMMERCIAL, RECREATIONAL, AND RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT
SHOULD PROVIDE FOR SAFE PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE CIRCULA.
TION WITH CONNECTIONS TO CONTIGUOUS PUBLIC FACILITIES.

Provision of bicycle/pedestrian facilities should not be a random or
after-the-fact activity. The degree of comprehensiveness and adequacy
of such a system is dependent upon the examination of the feasibility of
bicycle/pedestrian facilities at many levels of development throughoutthe community. This would include bicycle/pedestrian facitities as apart of new roadway construction, plat development, park development,
and business and commercial development.

STREET AND HIGHWAY POLICIES

T.9

IMPROVE EA5T-WEST CIRCULATION THROUGH THE IMPROVEMENT OF
EXISTING ARTERIALS AND ONLY WHERE ENVIRONMENTALLY COMPA-
TIBLE WITH SURROUNDING AREAS AND RESIDENTS.

The greater Seattle vicinity is the dominant attractor for many trips
from outlying areas, the Shoreline community included. As a result of
that, north/south corridors of travel have been addressed and well
served in many cases. However, as these outlying areas develop, new
attractors are formed and different travel patterns appear within and
between them. Such is the case with the Shoreline community. Con-
cern has been voiced over increasing need for better east/west circula-
tion both within the community and connecting it with other centers to
the east. This can be accomplished through improvement of . existing
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bikeway construction for safety reasons,of conflicts with auto traffic - 
which is

arterials.

T-7
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arterials by such actions as signal improvementsr - widening for turn
lanes at intersections, constructlon of two-way left turn lanes, and
major widening projects.

T-10

NEW EAST/WEST ARTERIAL CONSTRUCTION TO SERVE REGIONAL
NEEDS SHOULD AVOID CUTTING THROUGH THE EX]STING SHORELINE

COMMUN ITY.

Many arterials in the Shoreline area serve a regional need in facilitating
traniportation between outlying areas and the City of Seattle. There is
a growing concern that the existing arterials will be unable to efficient-
ly -r".t" both Shoreline and the rlpidly deve,loping are.a-s to the north
and east. Development of any new'arterials to serve this need should
be done in cooperation witlT bordering jurisdictions, i.e. .Snohomish
County. Discussions with Snohomish Couhty regarding development of
facilities to serve as an east/west connector are encouraged.

T-11

EMPHASIZE OPERATIONAL METHODS AND TECHNIQUES TO_IMPROVE
CIRCULATION AND MAXIMIZE THE EFFICIENCY OF EXISTING TRANS-
PORTATION SYSTEM.

The operation of a transportation facility is critical to its efficient use

and the security of its users. Elements such as street signals, stop
signs, on/off-r"tpt, and turning lanes c-al do much to facilitate or
hiider the smooth flow of traffic. The citizens of the Shoreline area
have expressed the need for better intersection control, changes -in
speed timits, where warranted, and signal synchronization to minimize
the occurrence of ,,stop/go[ d'riving th]ough major corridors.. Actions
such as these can Oo mucn to create a safel more energy-efficient, and
better functioning transportation system.

T-12

IMPROVE ACCESS TO MAJOR SHOPPING AND ACTIVITY AREAS AND

ENCOURAGE JOlNT UTILIZATION OF PARKING WITHIN,BUSINESS
AREAS

problems commonly faced by developing commercial and business areas

are those of adequate access and parking for all citizens including the
elderly and naniicappea. Both 

'of these factors contribute to the
quality of traffic movement and the amount of congestion generated'
From 

'an environmental aspect, the amount of pavedr -impermeable sur-
face can have serious impbct on the amount of run-off for a particular
area and on tfre systemi used to collect it. One way to reduce this
impact is to minimiie the overall necessity fof parking.. . T.his can be

accomplished through a coordinated, cooperative effort between area
businesses and other attractors, to pool parking sources and encourage
flexibility in parking use. For'example, a busjness and a recreational
attracton may be located close to one another but would attract people

at different times of the day and different days of the wek'. Allowing
oft-nor. and/or weekend use of joint parking fbcilities could do much to
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eliminate proliferation of paved surfaces and elicit more efficient use of
facilities.

T-13

ALONG MAJOR ARTERIALS, CONSOLIDATE AccESs PotNTS To
FRONTAGE PROPERTIES WHERE POSSIBLE:

The proliferation of uncoordinated access to property fronting majorarterials has compounded circu.lation problems ' in' mariy areas -by fn-creasing turning movements. This poses problems to bityclists, pides-trians, and motorists who must reduce speeds or stop fof those'tirrningoff of or on to the arterial. Consolidating access pbints and providin!
better internal circulation networks is seei as a viable solution to thilproblem.

T-14

IMPROVE CONDITIONS OF EXISTING STREETS THROUGH TIMELY
MAI NTENANCE IMPROVEMENTS.

froper maintenance can do much to_ prolong the life of transportationfacilities as well as ensure user. safety. Rctivities such as siveeping,tree-trimming, and surface and shourder repairs done in a timely'mailner can contribute to a safer and more attractive corridor of trivel aswell as enhance the efficiency and utility of the facility.

TRANSPORTATION PROJ ECTS

STREET, H I G HWAY, B ICYC LE, AN D PEDESTRIAN I tT'I PROVEM E NTS
Street improvements, as identified in the following implementation plans,
were separated into several categories which grouped similar improve-
ment types together. These categories are described as follows:

NEW CONSTRUCTTON

New construction of a roadway on a new alignment.

iIAJOR WIDENI NG Al{D RECONSTRUCTION

The addition of travel on turn lanes to an existing facility thusresulting in an increase in vehicle capacity. Whil; the existing
pavement will at least to some degree be salvaged, costs usuatty
include reconstruction or resurfacing the existing pavement and
other improvements such as shoulder and drainage improvements.

iIINOR WIDENING AND RECONSTRUCTION

Widening of existing travel lanes, but not increasing the number oftravel lanes. These improvements usually involve construction of
sidewalks or paving of shoutder areas and drainage improvementsfor bicycle and pedestrian travel.
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INTERSECTION IM PROVEMENTS

Widening at intersections, installation of stop signs, traffic signals
and improving sight distance.

OPERATION IMPROVMENTS

Addition of turn lanes, signal interconnection, improvements at ap-
proaches to intersections and other improvements which enhance
traffic f low.

M ISCELI-AN EOUS I M PROVEiIE NTS

Those projects which are not easily classified under one of the
previously described categories. Generally these projects are not
a street or highwaY.

The majority of cencerns expressed at public meetings and consequently
the majority of capital improvements proposed involve minor improve-
ments io improve traffic flow and sidewalk and shoulder improvements to
enhance bicycle and pedestrian travel in Shoreline. One major issue

surfaced Ouiing the public meetings and during plan committee meet-

ings. The extention of NE 205th Street, while in years past had been

stuOieA as a possible solution to east-west access, was strongly opposed
by a large number of residents in Shoreline. The recommended solution
to east-west travel was to look at operational improvements on key
east-west arterials in Shoreline and to work with the Department of
Transportation, Snohomish County, and local jurisdictions in the devel-
opment of an east-west travel corridor in South Snohomish County'

TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS

East-west transit service and general improvements to transit service
were the primary concern of Shoreline residents. Recommendations
involve increasing the frequency of service on existing routes' Pfo-
posing new routls and paratransit routes, and proposals for minor
route changes. Detaited transit improvements will be documented in the
Shoreline Transportation Plan to be published in August 1978: Two
major transit issues surfaced during the plan development which are
identified below.

PARK AND RIDE LOT

Location studies were being
Department of TransPortation
Various sites were reviewed
Aurora Ave N and N 192nd St.

developed by the Washington State
during the development of the plan. 

'

and a recommendation on a site at
was included in the Plan. l

METRO NORTH OPERATING BASE

Location studies were also being conducted
Plan process. Considerable time was spent
ous systems and site alternatives.

by
on

METRO during the
the review of vari-
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The Shoreline Community Plan Committee fully endorses the location of abus base in the North 3eattle or King Counly area consistent with theneed for better public transportation. A num5er of sites were reviewedby the Committee and _although a site adjacent to the North King Countysolid waste Transfer Station was given'much .oniiJ"r"iionr'-116 specr-FIC SITE ls RECOMMENDED. Hoiever, the Committee did choose fourpossible sites that are preferred. These include the Lincoln Autowrecking/ Puetz Driving 
_ 
Range, Aurora Drive-ln, Holyrood cemeteryaddition and the sand p-oint r-rue Value Hardware and Lumber companyproperties. The site adjacent to the transfer station was determined tobe incompatible with a number of other poii"i"r recommended in thisplan' While the transfer station site is noi an unacceptable location for

th9 ?r: base, the plan committee believes that the alternative sites,listed above, are preferable.

EAST-WEST TRANSIT SERVICE

The need for the development of east west transit service was con-
tinually expressed at public meetings and at the Shoreline Community
Plan committee Meeting. The expressed desire was to have a local
paratransit service which would provide links between shopping, busi-
ness, major schools, recreation and residential areas within Shoreline.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

This section contains the description of all transportation proposals, by
functional category, including appropriate maps and implementation
program tables

The implementation program includes the estimated cost of all proposals,
their relative priority and an indication of primary implementation re-
sponsibility.
The tables indicate both a priority and a time frame. While the time
frame is necessary and useful, the priority is the key elementl the
availability of rorl or less funds may affect actual starting and com-
pletion dates. Another important factor is that extraordinary oppor-
tunities or constraints, unknown at this time, could bear on the
sequence of achieving the proposals.

Estimated costs, in 1978 dollars, are very preliminary in nature' As
projects rise on the priority list, more detailed analysis of -soils, drain-
'dge', specific design, etc. 'would be done by the responsible jurisdic-
t'ron. For some projects, this additional information could change the
scope of work required and the estimated project cost.

A VARIETY OF TRANSPORTATION FUNDING SOURCES ARE AVAIL'
ABLE AND MANY OF THESE ARE RESTRICTIVE IN NATURE THUS
COMPLICATING A TOTALLY ORDERLY IMPLEMENTATION OF PRO-
JECTS. Jurisdictional responsibilities are identified and for those other
than departments within 'King County the adoption of tl" community
plan wiit involve only strong recommendation. This plan . does not
supplant each individuil jurisdictions responsibilities for capital improve-
ment programming and program budgeting

Recom mended PrOjeCts New consrrucrion

title ond locotion cost ond liming resp. notes

1978-1984 | l9B5+
priority l2priorityl 3prioritl 4priorit lna

st-t 220th/228th,/236th St.
SW Corridor (Sno. Countv)

tsar , ood
I

slr0H/
007

l{er east-re3t lrterlal.

st-z N. reznd - r[:nrlli:;:,0il:i n'
i1 53,000 007

l{er constructlon for
Park-and-Rlde lot,

Prolcct Descdptlons

St-1 220/228/236th From l-5
il sW corrioor To sR-527-_-(Snohomish Co.) Distance

-construct-c6,iEi-nuor,rs eatl-west arterial in snohomish county to
help relieve east-west travel problems in North King County and
Southwest Snohomish CountY.

-coordinate planning effor.ts with Brier, Mountlake Terrace,
Snohomish County, Bothell, and interested citizen groups'
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commended proje6t5
title ond locotion

st-n r. rzsu' - r;g'of;;glinoli;.

Real lgillEnt and
channellzatlon (ClP).

st-r3 reth Ave. N.E. - til\l!.t!8r"
Left tum channel lzrtlon.

t
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st.
st.

Prolcct Dcrcrlptlont
St-z N 192nd St. From Aurora Ave N

To Firlands t{lay
Distance 0.12 mi.

-Construct new roadway to provide access for
-lnstall traffic signal at 1'92nd and Aurora
channelization along Aurora.

st-10 sR-99 . From N 185th
To N 205th
Distance 1.0 mi.

-Add two-way leftEFili-ane along highway section to improve
access to commercial development along the corridor and improve
traffic flow on SR-99.

-Widen pavement to provide a free right turn northbound from
SR-99 to N 200th St.

St-11 N 175th St. From Aurora Ave
To Ashworth Ave
DTstance 0.30 mi.

-Provide major channelization to improve traffic flow and reduce
accident potential.

-channelize for two left-turn lanes from N 175th to Aurora and
provide two-way turn lane east of Midvale.

-channelize to allow right turn in and right turn out from Ronald
PI. N.

-Rlw acquisition would be required and six utility polea on the
north side would require relocation.

-construct pedestrian/bicycle improvement along the route and
separate by curb or buttons.

5t-12 N 160th St. From Dayton Ave N
To NW Innis Arden

Park-and-Ride lot.
and provide left-turn

way

College.
Distance 0.22 mi.

-lmprove and contrdl access to Shoreline Community
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ProlcctDcgcrlpilonr

-Replace fixed time signal with actuated signat at Dayton and N
160th.

-Right-of-way acquisition and some realignment of roadway(presentty in the Ctp).

I
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St-13 19tL Ave NE

-Widen roadway
walkway,/bikeway.

From SR-104
To NE. 205th st.
Dislance 0.20 mi.
and improve shoulders,/sidewalks to provide

-Channelize at intersection to provide left turns.

st-20 N 175th St.

I
I
I

Fromlt-
ffstance

-construct watkwaiETRdEv
between Menidian Ave. N and

-lnvestigate the possibility
Ronald Bog.

-Spot walkway improvements
1 75th .

t-5
Ashworth Ave. N
0.21 mi.
on the north side of the roadway
r-5.

of constructing a walkway through

between Meridian and Ashworth on N

t
I
t
t
I

ecommended jgCtS ruinor wioenins & Reconstructioi

tille ond locotion

St-20 N. 175th - I-5 to Ashworth

st-zr n. zoo* - r[i'fiilil,oli;.n1.

st-zz iiji' L["-ii,""ii'ii"d crty Shbulder rnd dralnage
rmpnovenEnts. CIp

oayton Ave. l{. - from N. l60th
St, to Rlchmond Deach Road Shoulder and dralmge

lnprovenEnts, CIp

St-24 Bailinser _ til'r;:;1ro*. *.r. l.lalkway, landscaplng, bus
turn-outs & channellzailon.

s+_za N.E. l65th St. - from 8th
Ave. N.E. to l5th Ave. N.E. Walkway and dralnrge.

sr_2R ll.E. Perklns Uay - from l0th
Ave. N.E. to lsth Ave. N.E.

s+_ro N.E. 'l75th St. - from I-5
to 15th Ave. I.E.

st-:o Iffl,A;.,.^i5u,i 
,o ,*_,oo Curb, guttef , sldewalk,

and parklng. CIp
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Prclect Descrlptlons

-Possible relocation of 3 utility poles may be required'

-Provides continuous pedestrian walkway along this major arterial
providing access to Cordell Hull Jr. High School, Meridian
Llement""y School, Ronald Bog Park and provides a link to the
east side of l-5 to the Shoreline Library and proposed
connecting pedestrian improvements along NE 175th.

st-21 N 200th 5t. From Aurora Ave N

To Meridian Ave N

Distance 0.5 mi.
-Reconstruct roadwEfilE-hprove traffic circulation and access to
regional shopping center. lnvestigate transit turn-out.

-Construct curb, gutters and sidewalks.

-Retain four-way stop at N 200th and Wallingford to enhance
school crossing opportunities because of sight distance problem.

-Provide moderate landscaPing.

-lnvestigate the installation of a pedestrian signal near the
retirement complex.

st-22 From Lk. Forest Pk.
35th Pl. NE/
NE 195th St. To

Distance
-Add drainage and@Trian improvements along 40th Pl. NE,
35th Ave. NE, and NE 195th St. Provide edge striping,
buttons, or curb to define walkway. Minor construction of 37th
Pl. NE to provide continuity with Cedar Way South in Snohomish
County.

-Provides pedestrian improvement on narrow collector arterials
serving Lake Forest Park and Aldercrest Elementary Schools and
Kellogg Jr. High School; improves access to transit. (Note:
Presently on ClP. )

St-23 Davton Ave N From N 160th st.
To Richmond Beach Rd.
ilstance 0.87 mi .

-Minor widening, drE-ii@nd shoulder improvements.

-Pave shoulder/shoulders and delineate with paint-striping or
buttons.

-Traffic control improvements and moderate landscaping.

-Presently on the ClP.

City Limits
Snohomish County
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ProlcctDorcrlptlons

St-24 Ballinger Rd. NE From
To

25th Ave NE
sR-522

City

improvements and paved, shoulder/ sidewalk or
on north side of street; regrading may be necessary in

-rmprove roadway ffiffi,oJ.l,l#l channerization, bus turnouts,crosswalks, walkways and landscaping along route.
-lmprove intersection of Z5th Ave NE/NE lg5th/SR_104 to simplifytraffic flow.

-coordinate with Lake Forest park on design recommendations.
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5t-25 12th Ave NE From NE 175th St.
NE 180th St.il--

Distance 0.25 mi.
-Provide paved pedestrian walkway and drainage improvements.

-Serves YMCA and provides access to connection with North
commercial area.

st-26 NE 165th st. From 8th Ave NE
To 15th Ave NE
Distance 0.33 mi.

-Drainage
walkway
places.

-Provides access to Ridgecrest Elementary school and shoreline
Neighborhood Park #12 and neighborhood commercial area at Sth
Ave NE and NE 165th St.

st-27 NE 145th- St.

St-28 NE Perkins Wav From
To

From 5R-522
To Greenwood Ave N
Distance

-Pave existing gffr€i-T-alkway on north side; coordinate a
long-range solution incorporating HoV lanes in this coridor with
City of Seattle.

-Provides pedestrian access on major arterial serving proposed
transit extensions.

-904 of distance between l-5 and Greenwood needs paved
shoulder - 4r.

-Spot improvements between l-5 and SR-522.

10th Ave NE
15th Ave NE

-Rep|aceconcreteffi".,ln..t.]I,o,",,providingforwidened
shoulder to serve as paved pidestnian warkway on north andeast side of street, edge-striping or refleciorized buttonsdefining walkway.
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Prolcct Deecrlptlons

-Provides access
arterial.

st-29 NE 175rh St.

st-31 N 175th St.
Route

to North City ElementarY

From l-5
1t- 15th Ave NE
Frstance 0.7 mi.

-Spot improvements-alo-g section to provide continuous walkway
route.

-Provides access to YMCA, North City commercial area, Shoreline
Library; serves Ronald Bog and Cordell Hull Junior High on the
west side of l-5.

St-30 15th Ave NE From NE 195th St.
To SR-104
Distance 0.5 mi.

-Minor widening and reconstruction to upgrade roadway.

-Provide curb, gutter, and sidewalk improvements along the
entire route with a 40'44 foot section.

-Design channelization to provide easy access to 19th Ave NE.

-Provides continuous pedestrian walkway on 1sth NE; serves
Ballinger Shopping Center and multi-family housing planned on
the west side of 15th Ave NE.

From Linden Ave N
To Dayton Ave N

-Replace fixed time

172nd).

Fremont.

-Minor widening and improvements near intersection of Fremont
and N 172nd to improve traffic flow.

5t-31a Fremont Ave N From N 170th St.
To N 175th 5t.
6Gtance

-Construct pedestrifiatype improvements along route.

St-32 NE 205th St. Frgm 19th Ave NE
To 30th Ave NE
Fstance 0.5 mi.

-Minor road improvement with extruded curb and paved shoulder
on both sides of the street; may require "no parking on
walkwayrr signs unless parking in street right-of -way allows
adequate traffic flow.

-Provides pedestrian access to transit and will eliminate parked
cars form pedestrian walkwaY.

School along secondarY

(N 175th, Fremont, N

Distance
;6;i at N 175th and

T

I
I
I
t
t
I
I
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Recommended Projecta
title ond locotion

il. l7sth-Route - Llnden Ave.
to Dryton Ave. l{.

st-3la FileTt8rin8i.*io-n. 
rTsth st.

tl.E. 205th St. - from lgthJ!-J4 Ave. l{.E. to 30th Ave. t{.E.

st-33 '?ll,oili;.nif;; to N.E. r75th

st-34 ull.*'i:nl'lao; 
.o N.r{. r75th

qi_i( lOth Ave. li,E. -
frcm l{.E. l55th to tt.E, l85th

Road I shoulder

(+_?? l{.}1. Carlyle Hall Road -
fnom Greenrood to l{.11. l75th

ilalkway/blkerry lnd
roadway prvlng.

st-3e n;!'nl33ll";tiom 5th r{'n'
Shoulder and dnlnage

st-40 tilrf"i:rf ilrlh to il.E. rss

I Provide street lighting edge-stripping or other shoulder definition as a first phase.

Proloct Dercrlptlons

St-33 25th Ave NE

St-34 6th Ave t)tW

-Paved walkway on
street.

To
Flstance

-Minor widening or ffi!'-

NE 145th st.
NE 175th st.
1.37 mi.

roadway.

on the west shoulder.

School, Shorecrest Sr.
walking surface along

NW 180th st.
NW 175th 5t.
0.2s
or separate sidewalk on west side of

-Pave walkway on both sides or at least
Delineate with buttons or curb.

-Provides access to Briarcrest Elementary
High and Hamlin park and provides diy
collector arterial street.

From

From
To
Fstance]ffiffir

I
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-serves signed bike rdute and children at sunset Elementaryschool; separates pedestrians from autos on this hazardous anddark street; provides access to Highlands community park.
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I Prolcct Dercrlptlong

St-35 10th Ave NE From NE 155th St.
To NE 185th St.
Fstance 1 .5 mi.

-paved shoulders Fm- at improvements including resurfacing
or maintenance and drainage improvements.

-provides access to Shoreline Neighborhood Park #12, North City
and Ridgecrest Elementary Schools, and serves Senior Center at
Paramount Park Elementary School.

St-36 Ashworth Ave N From N 185th St.
To N 200th St.
di-stance 0.76 mi.

-Minor widening lSi-OwEyr drainage improvements, and
shoulders paved at least one side for bicycle/pedestrian travel.

-Provides access to elementary school, park, and maior shopping
area.

St-37 NW Carlyle frog! Greenwood Ave N

Hall Road To NW 175th St.
Distance 0.47

-pave shoulder (oiffig term) and provide streetlighting;
edge-striping, lighting, or other definition of shoulder as needed
on short term. Install curve sign.

-provides better definition of proposed signed bike routei serves
shoreline community college and Highlands community Park.

st-38 20th Avg NW From Richmond Beach Rd.
lt- Nw 19oth st.
ilstance 0.25 mi.

-Repave roadway T6-ffivioe for two travel
bideway/walkway on shoulder/ shoulders.

-Serves as access to Richmond Beach Park,
neighborhood commercial area and provides
route.

st-39 NW 175th,St. From 6th NW
it- Greenwood

t
t
t
I
t
I
I
I
I
I
I
t
t
I
I
t
t

Distance 0.5 mi.
-Remove concrete T6Fano instalt
immediate measure.

lanes and paved

Richmond Beach
access to transit

PI. N

grates on culverts as an

-lnstall culverts and cover ditch area on the north side of the
roadway to provide a bicycle and pedestrian facility. Delineate
from the roadway with a rolled curb, buttons, or paint striping.

-Provides access to Highlands Community Park and to a signed
bike route; serves St. Lukers Church, school and convent at NW

175th St. and Greenwood Pl. N along a collector arterial.
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ProloctDercrlptlonr

5t-40 1st Ave NE From NE 145th St.T6- NE lssth st.
ffistance 0.5 mi.

-Separated walkwafrF-?idewalk in conjunction with drainage
improvements on east side of street with necessary curb cuts for
wheel chairs. Relocate 6-7 utility poles.

-Serves United Cerebral Palsy Center and provides general access
to South Central Shoreline Park.

St-41 8th Ave NE From NE 145th St.
To NE 155th St.
b:lstance 0.5 mi.

-Curb, gutter anaTldffilk matching portion between NE 155th
5t. and NE 165th St.

-Provides continuous walkway between NE 145th St. and NE
165th 5t.; serves the senior center at paramount park
Elementary School.

tille ond locotion resp. noles
1978-1984 | tg8s+

I priority 2tiaril 3orioritr 4orioril )prioril

st-4r srh Ave. r{.E. - t[|\f;i.,ll?in
$62,000 DPI{ Sldewal k/yal hray.

q+_r, 20th Ave. N.ll. - from Richrpnd
Beach Rd, to il.}l. 205th St. $52,000 DPII

Shoulder and dralnage
imDrovement.

". ,. l{.tl. Rlchnond Beach Rd. -Jr-'J 8th lt.il. to approx. 5th ll.l{. *t $14,00c KC }lal kway.

N.W, lnnls Arden l,lay - from
St-44 Shorellne Com. College

fn lnih Avo N !l $73,000 KC ilal kwry/bl keway.

st-rs 3ff!rA;';.illEi,i 
ro N.E. r78th $39,000 DP}I Shoulder lmprcvenEnt.

st-ro 3!|!,4;";.ni5;.i 
to N.E. zosth $31 ;00( Dn'l Dralnage rnd shouldcr

lmprovement.

". ,, il.t{, l80th st. -JL-" from 6th N.H, to 8th N.ll. $3,300 DPII Shouldrr lnDrovemnt.

st+e tfft!.A66ril'5;.-ri'B!,",.,* 
r., *' $7, s00 DPI.I

l{o Parklng s{gns rnd
pavlng.

st-cs t;|oflu;.rl.f;u;n 

" N.E. resth f31 , o0o DPl.l l.lal kway.

c+_rn lsth Ave. l{.}1. - fron Rlchmond
Beach Rd. to l{.t|. 205th $31 ,000 DPII Shoulder lnpmvement

st-sr lf$rA[";.ni5il 
to r.r.E. r6sth

J
$8,700 $34,00c Dnl Shoulder lmprovenent

L Extruded curbing, 2 Provide "no parking', signs. 3.150th to 155th

I
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Prolect Descrlptlons

St-42 20th Ave NW

St-43 NW Richmondffi

St-44 NW Innis
A@q

From 8th Ave N
To Approx. 6th Ave NW
Distance 0.15 mi.

From Shoreline Community College
T6- 10th Ave NW

From Richmond Beach Rd.
i?- Nw 2o5th st.
EFstance 0.5 mi.

-Drainage and slrou-jffi-provements on the east side with rolled
curb or reflectorized buttons to define walkway.

-Serve as access to Richmond Beach Park and provide continuous
link along collector arterial serving Richmond Beach
neighborhood commercial area and provide access to transit route
and connection to existing walkway in Snohomish County.

-lnstallation of extruded curb in existing parking area to separate
pedestrians from conflicts with parked vehicles on the south side
of NW Richmond Beach Roadl reduce and define vehicle ingress
and egress points to shopping area on north side of street.

-Coordinate with the business community.

-Provides continuous pedestrian link along NW Richmond Beach
Road through shopping center.

Distance 0.84 mi.
-Curb and paved -3niiltOer in conjunction with development of
proposed Shoreview Park; independent alignment of
pathway/bikeway through the park.

-serves as a signed bicycle route and would provide both
pedestrian and bicycle access to Shoreline Community College and
proposed Shoreview Community Park along a collector arterial.

St-45 37th Ave NE From NE 165th St.
To NE 178th St.
Distance 0.45 mi.

.Paveshou|deroneffibicycleandpedestriantrave|.

St-46 30th Ave NE From NE 195th St.
i6- NE zosth st.
DTstance 0.5 mi.

-Paved pedestrian walkway on west side; eliminate drainage ditch
with storm drainage facilities or closed culvert.

-serves Aldercrest Elementary School and Kellogg Jr. High School
and is heavily used by students; separates pedestrians on route
of school buses.
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PrcfcctDccrlptlonr

st-47 NW 180th st. From 5th Ave
16- 8th Ave
Distance 0.11 mi.

-Paved shoulder on north side of street for both pedestrians and
bicycles. Relocate 2 utility poles.

-lmproves a signed bicycle route heavily used by children at
Sunset Elementary School.

St-48 10th Ave NE From NE 185th 5t.
To NE Perkins Way
Distance 0.25 mi.

-Provide paved pedestrian walkway on east side of street on
existing parking strip; eliminate parking on walkway throughrrNo Parking on Walkway" signs if necessary.

-Provides direct access on secondary arterial to North city
Elementary School.

St-49 1st Ave NE From NE 185th St.
To NE 195th St.
Distance 0.5 mi.

-Drainage improvements and paving on the east side of the
roadway with edge-striping or buttons to delineate it from
roadway.

-serves shoreline High school, swimming pool, and neighborhood
park site.

St-50 15th Ave NW From NW Richmond Bch. Rd
To NW 205th St.
Di-stance 0.5 mi.

-Gravel or paved sfrffiiFon east side.

-Provides access to Snohomish County pool as well as access to
Syre Elementary School, transit and neighborhood shopping
center at Richmond Beach.

St-51 15th Ave NE From NE 150th St.
E- NE 165th sr.
Distance 0.87 mi.

-|mproveoit<e/pedeffia|kwayoneastsideofstreetre|ocating
utility poles and regrading of pathway; first phase is between
NE 150th St. and NE 155th 5t.

-Provides access along 15th Ave NE which is a signed bicycle
route and a major arterial; also provides access to Hamlin Park
and Firlands/ Fircrest Complex.
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RgCOm mendgd PfOieCtS Minor widenins & Reconstrucfion

title ond locotion cost ond timing resp. noles

1978-1984 | tqgs+
priority 2orioritt 3priorilt 4 orioritJ5orioritr

^. -^ Ashworth Ave' N. -5l-52 from ll. l55th to l{. l85th *' t1 30,000
I

DPtll shoulder lmpt!vement.

-. -^ Davton Ave. l{. -)E-3r fi.om N. l50th to N. l60th *' 11 6,700 DPII
No Parking slgn and
vJalkway impmvenent.

..., l,l,E. l58th st. -JL-ri from 25th N,E. to 35th t{.E. $7,500
KC Gravel walkway.

-. -- N.E. 197th - from 40th Ave.5l-lJ N.E. to Horizon vietv $1 3,400 DPII Shoulder improvement.

^. -- N.w. l90th - from Richrpnd5E-5o Beach Rd. to 8th Ave. N.ll. $'19,500
0Pl{ Shoulder lmprovement.

st-57 sth Ave. r.r.E. - ti3\lii'tli?lt 't

110,000 $47,500 DP}I Shoulder lmprovement.

st-sa r|fl]";tollrtt'ionn.-trr*
$1 5,000 DP}l Shoulder lmprovement.

^- -^ 8th Ave, N.E. -sE-rY from N,E. l65th to N.E. 175th $62,00( DPI{ shou'l der lmprovenent.

I Shoulder improvements. 2 Provide lno parking" signs, 3 For signal improvement portion of proposal

-

Prolect Descrlptlons

St-52 Ashworth Ave N From N 155th St.
To N 185th St.
ilstance 1 .5 mi.

-Short term shouldffiFFovements and longer term roadway and
sidewalk or walkway improvements.

-Provides defined pedestrian walkway near Aurora Ave N serving
residents on east side; also serves Cordell Hull Jr. High.
Shoreline Neighborhood Park #11 and Meridian and Parkwood
Elementary Schools.

St-53 Davton Ave N From N 150th St.
To N 160th St.
bTstance 0.56 mi.

-Paved walkway ouTmisting curb; elimination of parking on
walkway on east side of street.

-Serves Blue Cross, Sears Shopping Center, Shoreline Community
College and transit along Dayton; improves visibility and
provides defined pedestrian path along secondary arterial.
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ProlectDescrlptlone

st-54 NE 158th St. From 25th Ave NE
Tjo 35th Ave. NE
ilistance 0.5 mi.

-Gravel pathway on EljTFTide.

-Provides improved walking surface to Briarcrest Elementary
School.

St-55 NE 197th St. From 40th Ave NE
It- Horizon View Elementary School
ffistance 0.45

T

I
I
I
I

-lmprove
of street.

been made. )

st-56 Nw 190th

-Serves Horizon View Elementary School and new residential area
north of NE 197th. (Note: Some improvements have already

pedestrian waTffiay with paved shoulder on north side

From Richmond Beach Rd.
To 8th Ave NW
b-lstance 0.21 mi .

shou Iders-5iffi5dway.

NE From NE 175th 5t.

I
t
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-Upgrade

5t-57 5th Ave

st-59 8th Ave NE

To NE 185th St.
Distance 0.52 mi.

- lmprove roadway ai?i-@ wal kways.

-Review signal phases to analyze whether left turn phase or split
phases are needed. Accident level at the intersection is high at
present.

St-58 Wallingford Ave N From N 145th 5t.
To N 155th St.
ilstance 0.5 mi .

-Pave shoulder or s6fiffid walkway on east side of street.

-serves Parkwood Elementary School and provides access to
transit along N 145th.

From
to

NE 165th St.
NE 175th 5t.
0.5 mi.
matching portion between NE 155th-Curb, gutter and sidewalk

5t. and NE 165th St.

-Provides access toward Shoreline Library from south.

St-70 15th Ave NE and NE 175th St.

-Review signal phasing for addition of left turn phase.
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gCOm mgnded PfOjeCtS rnrersection rmprovemenrs

title ond locolion cost ond timino resp. notes
1978-1984 | tggs+

I prioritv Zoriorit 3orioritr 4oriorit )Driorit\

St-70 l5th Ave, il.8, & N.E. l75th
$1 0,000 0Pil Left-turn slgnal phase.

st-zr Bil|l'flir.tlavE& r'r.E. 205th &

$75,000 DOT
Revlse slgnal phase rnd
channel lzatlon.

st-72 l{.t1. l45th & Greenvood Ave. N.
$200,000 0Pl./sE, Left-turn channel lzrtion.

qr_71 Dayton Ave. H. &
ltlestmlnster Ave. lt, $150,00( DPI{ Channel lzatlon.

s-r oillilrlufi;,1''*f"o
f7s,000 DP}I Trafflc control slgnll.

st-zs {"01;r1il"i,1.0 $70,000 DOT Trafflc control slgnal.

St-76 l5th Ave. N.E. & 24th Ave. t{.E
$60.00( DP}I Traffic control slgnal.

St-77 Linden Ave. t{, & t't. l85th St
$70,00c DPt.I Trafflc control s{gnal

PrclectDescrlptlone

St-71 Ballinger Way and NE A05th and 15th Ave. NE.

-Review signar phasing to simplify operation of the signal.

-Review channelization to allow right turns only from NE Z05thSt. to Ballinger"Way.

-Revise channelization to improve traffic flow.

St-72 NW 145th and Greenwood Ave N

-Review signal phasing and channelization.

-Provide teft-turn channelization from Greenwood to N 145th
eastbound.

5t-73 Dayton Ave N and Westminster Ave N

-lntersection improvement to improve traffic flow. Provide pedes-
trian crossing indications.

St-74 Dayton Ave N and Carlyle Hall Road

-lnstall traffic control signal when warranted.

-Provide channelization to reduce the area of the intersection.
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Prolect Descrlptlone

St-75 Aurora Ave N and N 165th

-lnstall traffic control signal

-Signal will provide pedestrian crossing of Aurora Ave N and
enhance east-west auto route between Dayton Ave and Meridian
Ave N

St-76 15th Ave NE and 24th Ave NE

-lnstall traffic control signal when warranted.

-Minor channelization revision.

St-77 Linden Ave N and N 185th St.

-lnstall traffic control signal when warranted.

st-80 sR-522 From SR-104
iT- NE 145th st.

-lnvestigate feasibility of transit/carpool lane.

St-81 N 195th St. From Firlands Way
To Aurora Ave N

-lmprove roadway ai? restripe to provide for two-way traffic.

-Coordinate project with DOT development of the two-way left-
turn land on SR-99.

-lnvestigate the elimination of access from SR-99 to Firlands Way.

43

Rgcom mgndgd Projects op"'or.nor rmprovemenrs

title ond locotion

st-80 sR-szz - r[\T.rlls* Translt/carDool lane.

st-sr lr. resth st. -ti3'ol$l:'l;.:.il Provlde for 2-way trafflc.

st-sa r{.E. rzs* - rii',![gei".. 
H.r. Interconnect slgnals.

st-83 n.E. r4sth st. -tffil$li3.* Interconnect slgnrls.

st-e+ rf$,A;';.nil;ri 
to N.E. r75th lnterconnect slgnals.

st-as il;fflr;'tl;;-,, N. r45th Interconnect slgnals.

st-86 N. res*, - r;i'u!fivfll.oili;.n.
Interconnect slgnals.



Prolect Descrlptlone

5t-82 NE 175th St.

t
T

I
Ist-83 NE 145th Sr. From SR-522

From SR-99
Tf 15th Ave NE

- | nterconnect traffiETontrol signals.

To- Meridian Ave
- | nterconnect traffifEontrol signals.

St-84 15th Ave NE From NE 145th St.
15-- NE 17sth st.

- Interconnect traffic control signal.

5t-85 Meridian AveN From N 185th St.
it- N 14sth st.

- | nterconnect traffifEontrol signal.

st-86 N 185th st. From
T6'-

Dayton Ave N
5th Ave NE

I
I
I
I
T

T

t
I
I
I

- | nterconnect traffic-Tontrol signal .

St-90 Areawide Safety lmprovement Fund

-Establish fund for minor safety improvement projects in Shoreline
including such items as crosswalks, sight distance improvements,
minor drainage improvements, signing, etc.

5t-91 Areawide Curb Cut Fund

-Establish fund for pnoviding curb cuts on critical sidewalks in
the Shoreline area.

St-92 15th Ave NE and NE 172nd St.

-lnvestigate feasibility of pedestrian activated signal.

St-93 Pedestrian pathway across South Central Shoreline Park between'lst Ave NE and Meridian Ave N

-Paved pedestrian pathway with photoelectric security lighting.

-serves united cerebral Palsy center and provides access
through the park to transit on Meridian; also serves Parkwood
Elementary School.

St-94 Shoreline Neighborhood Park #7 Trail

-Gravel or all-weather surfaced pedestrian walkway through park
to Ballinger Homes; pedestrian and bikeway on NE A00th St. on
south side of street.

I
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Rgcommended Proigcts Misceiloneous

title ond locolion cosf ond timing resp. notes

t9 '8 -198 1985+
I orioritv 2oriorit 3orioritt 4proril )Dflorrt\

st-eo *:il*":t'il{, $2s, 000 KC Establlsh fund.

5t-91 Areawlde Curb Cut Fund
F1 6, 000

KC Establlsh fund.

St-92 'l5th Ave. N.E. & il.E. l72nd
$63, 000 DPI,I

Pedestrl an-actl vated
slgnal.

cr-o?
Pedestrian Pathway Across
South Central Shoreline -
fmn ]c+ [u6 N F ]^ Marl/{

$37, 000
D?W/

PARKS
Pathway & special crosslng.

st-e4 ;:l[.il'i"lilnn"**o $4,000 PARKS Gravel walkway.

st-es rnterurban */t -ti:'nt'rll:ln IF $485, 00, KC
Combinatlon bike!,ay
and walkway.

5t-96 Ballinger lday & SR-522 {r DOT Pedestr'lan crosslng.

ll.E. l60th St. (as extended))r->t Throuoh Ham'l ln Park 15,000 KC II Iumlnatlon.

st-ee X;5: l,lPl',l'Hli,i.l!?\li'n $1 , s00 DPII Spot improvements.

Pathway Along ll. l70th -
St-100 from Ashwoith Ave.

t6 l,lr'llindfdr.l Av. $2,000 KC
Coordinate with Park
devel opment.

st-l0l Apple Tree Lane Xlng * KC
Cooidinate wlth sewer
lmorovement.

Prolect Descrlptlons

-Serves low-income housing and provides access through park and
on the north side of park to Aldercrest Elementary and Kellogg
Jr. High Schools. (Note: H & CD Block Grant funds may be
available. )

St-95 Interurban From N 145th St.
ffilrT:6ffiav E- N zosth st.

-Develop major bicycle and pedestrian travel route along this
corridor. Provide overcrossing of sR-99 near Aurora Village.

-Provide potential connection throughout entire length of lnterur-
ban right-of-way; serve sears shopping center, cordell Hull Jr.
High school, Echo Lake county Park, Aunora village and shops
along east side of Aurora Ave. N.

-Phase 1 to involve a detailed feasibility study and proposal for
major bicycle and pedestrian improvements in this corridor.

st-96 Ballinger way in vicinity of intersection with Bothell way
(sR-s22)

-Coordinate ramped pedestrian/bicycle overpass or pedestrian
activated crosswalk with State Dor and city of Lake Forest
Park.
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Prolect DescrlPtlons

-provides pedestrian and bicycle access from Shoreline to Burke-
Gilman Tiail; connect bike route from NE 178th throuqh Lake
Forest Park to Burke-Gilman Trail; serve Forest Park Shopping
Center.

St-97 NE 160th St. (as extended) through Hamlin Park

-lnstall gates for bicycles and security lighting operated by
photo-electric cells along existing paved path.

-Provides bicycle access to path and improves security for pedes-
trians and bicyclists.

St-99 NE 178th St. Rt. From 15th Ave NE
iT- Ballinger way
Distance 1 .35 mi.

-Remove concrete doffi-d replace with guardrail, where appro-
priate, on side of pathway; extruded curbing, edge-striping or
reflectorized buttons to delineate walkway.

-provides major east-west link on collector arterial which is a

signed bike route in the unincorporated area.

St-100 Pathway along N From Ashworth Ave N

ffi 1T- wallingford Ave N

r""". *,hway "on*ffi ',1',],rT:;"oped 
risht-or-way.

-serves Shoreline Neighborhood Park #11 , Meridian Elementary
School and Cordell Hull Jr. High; also provides access to Ronald
Bog Park and transit on Meridian Ave N

St-101 Richmond Beach Park extension--access via Appletree Lane.

-Pedestrian walkway as expansion of existing private overpass
and paving walkway along Appletree Lane to south end of pri-
vate roadwly to extension of park; fence along Richmond Beach
Dr. NW.

-Provide access to park if extended; fence will reduce trespass.

-lmprovement is dependant on Appletree Lane sewer improvement.
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tille ond locolion cost ond
1978 -1984

st-zoo liiiii"*31'i.'i;ul;
Improve peak and off-peakJL-'ur servlce on Route 316/16

Improve peak and off-peakc+ r^, Ix,Prurs PEs^ o,,q ur r-

"-"" headwavs on Route 306

"* ,^, Create Route 308 serv'lng Lakeou-'"" Forest Park and Aurora Vlllage

.. ,^, Revise Route 377 to operate on
l45th to 5th l{.E. or I-5

St-?05 translt service to
_ operate 15 hours/day _

c. ,^a Inprove servlce to major
"-"" activlty areas

St-?07 access lane bypasses at N.

__ 205th, il. l75th, & fl. l45th

st-2os :lv3i:lli:',1:ii?i'l frT'illfiY

st-zos li'ifili8'.1:"1.'13;llo" "'
ueverop severa
pool lots

Rolect Deecrlptlona

St-200 Revise Route 305 to operate

- S treamline operation
College.

on N i45th.

through Shoreline Community
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st-201

st-202

st-203

st-204

st-205

- lmprove headways.

lmprove peak and off-peak service on Route 316/16

- Operating all expresses beginning at N 205th.

lmprove peak and off-peak headways on Route 306.

Create Route 308 serving Lake Forest Park and Aurora Village

- Operate route via NE 145th.

Revise Route 377 to operate on NE 145th St. to 5th NE or
r-5

Institute east-west paratransit service to operate 15 hours/
day

- Connect north-south routes by operating on N 175th or
N 185th,

Transit
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Prolect Descrlpilone

St-206 lmprove service to major activity areas.

St-207 Install SC & Dl on t-5 and HOV access lane bypasses at N205th, N 175th, and N 145th.

St-208 Investigate transit priority on SR-522 and

5t-209 Construct park-and-Ride lot at SR-gg and

5t-210 Develop several park-and-pool lots.

sR-99.

N 192nd.
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I PARKS AND RECREATION
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The following policies are to serve as guidelines for parks and other
recreational developments during the life of this community plan. The
policies, in part, emphasize the need to complete acquisition of property
for recreational uses as soon as possible. Most available land is being
rapidly developed for other uses and, in some neighborhoods of Shore-
line, no available sites remain fon recreational development. In addition
other policies emphasize how park sites should be deveioped, who they
should serve, and how they should be maintained.

Another study by King County outlines policies for local and sub-
regional park development. This report, the "King County Park Policy
Task Force Report'r, provides further direction in areas that might not
be covered by the policies in this community plan.

FOLTCTES
F1
ALL NEIGHBORHOODS IN SHORELINE SHOULD HAVE RECREATION
FACILIITES THAT ARE EASILY ACCESSIBLE BY ALL SEGMENTS OF
THEIR POPULATION.

P.2
ACQUTSTTTON OF BOTH ACTTVE AND PASSrVE RECREATTONAL SITES
SHOULD RECEIVE THE SAME PRIORITY IN MEETING THE EXISTING
AND FORECASTED DEMAND IN SHORELINE.

F3
A MAJOR EMPHASIS ON PARK DEVELOPMENT IN SHORELINE SHOULD
BE TO INCREASE ACTIVE RECREATION OPPORTUNITIES WITHOUT
EXCLUDING PASSIVE RECREATION AND THE PRESERVATION.OF
UNIQUE NATURAL AREAS WHERE APPROPRIATE.

F4
THE DESIGN AND LANDSCAPING OF ALL PARKS SHOULD BOTH MINI-
MIZE MAINTENANCE AND BE IN KEEPING WITH THE NATURAL CHAR-
ACTER OF SHORELINE. PLANT MATERIAL, TOPOGRAPHY, DRAIN-
AGE, ETC., SHOULD REMATN COMPATTBLE WtTH THE EXISTING EN-
VIRONMENT AND THE PARK SHOULD EMPHASIZE ANY UNIQUE
FEATURES, SUCH AS VIEW, LANDMARKS, TREE COVER, ETC., THAT
MIGHT EXIST ON THE SITE.

F5
BECAUSE PLAYGROUND, PLAYFIELD AND GYMNASIUMS AT SCHOOLS
ARE AN TNTEGRAL COMPONENT OF THE RECREATION SYSTEM, HIGH
PRIORtTY SHOULD BE GTVEN TO MAtNTtAN, UTIL|ZE, AND PRESERVE
THOSE FACILITIES FOR PUBLIC USE WHEN A SCHOOL MUST CLOSE
BECAUSE OF DECLINING ENROLLMENT OR OTHFR PFAq']NIC

F6
EVERY EFFORT SHOULD BE MADE TO MAKE TRAILS IN KING COUNTY
PARKS ,AS SAFE AS POSSIBLE.
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F7
PUBLTC ACQUtStTtON OF
WASHINGTON AND PUGET
EVER POSSIBLE.

F8

WATERFRONT
SOUND SHOULD

PROPERTY ALONG LAKE
BE ENCOURAGED WHEN-

RECREATION OPPORTUNITIES SHOULD BE MADE AVAILABLE TO ALL
SEGMENTS OF THE POPULATION, INCLUDING THE ELDERLY AND
HANDICAPPED.

F9
ALL PROPOSED PARK DEVELOPMENTS SHOULD INCLUDE A PLAN FOR
MAINTENANCE AND OPERATIONS.

Fl0
ENCOURAGE COMMUNITY GROUPS AND CLUBS TO ACTIVELY PARTICI-
PATE IN THE PLANNING, MAINTENANCE, DEVELOPMENT, AND SECUR.
ITY OF LOCAL PARKS.

Fl1
IT 15 RECOMMENDED THAT TEAMS USING KING COUNTY ATHLETIC
FIELDS, WHICH MUST BE INTENSELY MAINTAINED FOR COMPETITIVE
SPORTS, COULD BE CHARGED FEES TO HELP DEFRAY MAINTENANCE
COSTS AND PROVIDE WELL KEPT FIELDS.

Fl2
ACQU tStTlON,
RECREATION
ESTABLISHED
REPORT.

DEVELOPMENT, AND MAINTENANCE OF
FACILITIES SHOULD FOLLOW POLICIES AND

IN THE KING COUNTY PARK POLICY

PARK AND
STANDARDS

TASK FORCE

Fl3
ADDITIONAL RECREATION PROGRAMS SHOULD tsE PROVIDED
SHORELINE. THE USER FEES FOR THESE PROGRAMS SHOULD
KEPT To A MINIMUM oR, lF PosSlBLE, ELIMINATED tN ORDER
MAKE THEM AVAILABLE TO ALL SEGMENTS OF THE COMMUNITY.

Fl4
PARK FACILITIES AND RECREATION PROGRAMS SHOULD MAKE ADE-
QUATE PRoVlSloN FoR PAINTING, ScULPTURE, cRAFTs, DANCE,
DRAMA, MUSIC AND OTHER FINE ARTS. SUCH PROV|S|ON SHOULDTAKE THE FORM oF CULTURAL pROGRAMS: sruDto AND pERFoR-
MANCE SPACE IN PARK AND RECREATION CENTER BUILDINGS; AND
SUMMER AND EVENING UTILIZATION OF SCHOOL BUILDINGS tOPTruoR cLosED).

PARK AND RECREATION PROJECTS
The Sbgreline Communitv Profile, Part 5, identifies recreation sites andOocu the Shoreline area. The King County
Parh Policv Task Force Report provides standards by which-SoTElin
parks may be compared and evaluated. The two references, along with
the specific concerns of the residents of the plan area, ane the basisfor the following projects. Project descriptions are accompanied by
implementation schedules and cost estimates, as well as a map-indicatin!
the location of all the projects.
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commended Projects ii[l,ltt,iffiil$!1,,

tille ond locotion
felghborhood P.rks:
Acoul s I tlon
Recoomndatlons.-.

cosl ond timing resp. notes

1978-1984 | 1985+

Driorit! t 5orioritr
5P- |
Hl I hood/Syre llel ghborhood

i.c.
'arks

Abandon pmJect for lack of site. Funds

;l'llll.l",:l:Fl:rredr to develoBment of
,0- z
lonald ilelghborhood ;

ll 5.00(}r n.

K. U.
Pilks

Acquisitlon dependent upon ayailabllity
of sltes.

JU-J
Hllltop ilelghborhood r K. C,

Parks
Cost based on assessed value of 11.55
acres, Actual cost may be mre.

Cornunlty Parks:
Acqul sl tlon
O..^mr/.1{^'.

So-4
thmlln Cormnlty Park r

16l -ofill

K.C.
Prrks

Project Descrlptlons

sp-1
Hillwood/Syre: There are no sites available for a neighborhood park in
the Hillwood/Syre communities. $70,000 is available from Forward
Thrust for acquisition and development. lt is recommended that these
funds be transferred for further development of Richmond Beach Neigh-
borhood Park and the existing Hillwood Park.

sp'2
Ronald Neighborhood: Locate and acquire a neighborhood park site in
the area approximately north of N. 175th, south of N. 195th St. west of
Aurora Ave. N. and east of 1st Ave. NW. One possible site is located
at N. 180th 5t. and Dayton Ave. N. and another at N. 175th 5t. and
Linden Ave.

sp'3
Acquire Neighborhood Park site in the Hilltop area. Recommended site
is located adjacent to the west side of 30th Ave. NE. and south of NE.
169th st.

sp-4
Hamlin Community Park: Complete transfer of approximately 40 acres of
park property from the City of Seattle Park Department to King County
Park Division. ln addition if property on the North side of Hamlin Park
is not needed by the Seattle Water Department for a reservoir it should
be transferred to King County and included as part of Hamlin Park.
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Recommended Projects ftfi,tit,fi"iii;lu,,

tifle ond locotion
Resource Base Parks
Acouisition
RecoPmenda ti ons

Cost is based on latest appraised
value by the Shoreline School Distnict.

Profect Descrlptlonr

sp'z
Acquire the surplused School District property
Shoreline Community College. This property will
Park to form a major urban park for Shoreline.
will be approximately 88 acres.

adjacent and west of
be added to Highlands
Total size of the park
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Recommended Proiects 3:i:,:tfl.li';::il::,,

litle ond locolion cost ond fiming resp. notes

1978 -198r 1985+
priority 2priorit Jprioritr trprioritl 5oriorit

)o-o
ilorthridge (YilCA) Park

$26,000
Parks/
H&CD

Fundinq is aoproved, construct'ion
scheduled for 1978/1979. Funds are pro-

Sp-9 (ilelghborhood Pk. #2
Rlchmnd Beach F

$l I 2.000
Parks

Sp-10 (Neighorhood Pk. #4)
Echo Lake

r osts no
vai I abl,

K. C.
Parks

First phase completed. Swiming beach
under evaluation.

So-ll (t{elqhborhood Pk.#61
ilorth City F

33.000
Parks

tunos avattaDre rrom rom
nei ghborhood oark Drogram

sp-l 2 (Neiqh. Pk. #l I )
t{eridi an r

;2.000 $35.000 f
Parks

Site should be brushed 6nd cl€dn€d 9g!
to increase safety as soon as possible.
[ufthef dgye]opmeht would be a znd or

sp-13 (Nei9h. Pk. #13
Ronald Bo9

F
$30,000

K. C.
Parks

Landscape undeveloped portion of park.
Dev,. of,infomal playfield could be

SP-14 (t{eiqh. Pk. #80)

,James E. Keough Park
r
977 -n6t

K. U.
Parks

Construction has been completed.

sp-l 5
Ronald l{eighborhood

r
$so,ooo

K. C.
Parks

Dev. should include at least a small
playground, childrens play area,

sp-l 6
Hilltop tlelqhborhood

r
s50^000

K. C.
Parks

Development prlorlty ls lovl Decause 0r
present low populatlon density and lacl
nf avellahlc frtnd<

Sp-l 7
Hl I llrood

r
f,30 -o00

K. C.
Parks

Improve athletic field and drainage,

sp-18 (Neish. Pk. #9)
Cronyel I Park

r
$35.000

(. c.
Parks

Project Descriptions

sp-8
Northridge (YMCA) Park: This project will improve the North City
Y. M. C . A. property currently being utilized as a park in a blighted
area. lt wifl provide park and recreational facilities for children,
families and senior citizens. The project is sponsored by the Greater
Seattle Y.M.C.A., Shoreline Branch.

sp'9
Richmond Beach Neighborhood Park (#2): Acquisition of site is com-
plete. Removal of old school building is recommended (if there are no
final conflicts with King County's Heritage Ordinance).

Sp-10
Echo Lake Neighborhood Park (#a): tnitial development to include
landscaping and passive recreation areas. A swimming area could be
provided at a later date.

Sp-11
North City Neighborhood Park (#6): A site has been acquired at the
North City Elementary School at 10th Avenue NE. and NE. 203rd, North
City service area of the Shoreline School district. A passive park is
contemplated and public input will be generated before final site plans
are adopted. Development should include facilities for children and
elderly and a small active play area.
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Prdect Descrlptlons

Sp-12
Meridian Neighborhood Park (#tl): This project is located at Walling-
ford Ave. N. and N. 170th 5t. Development should include a small
active recreation area and other recreation opportunities for children
and elderly, such as Northshore pets, etc.

Sp-13
Ronald Bog Neighborhood Park (#tf 1: This neighborhood park is
located at Meridian Ave. N. and N. 175th. First phase of development
has been completed and includes landscaping and a walking path,
second phase should include the undeveloped area on the east side of
the park. Parking area and some opportunities for active recreation
should be provided, (which might include an open field for informal ball
games).

Sp-14
North McCormick Neighborhood Park (#80): Park development is pr9-
sently in progress. Facilities will include a childrens play area, Tennis
courts, and a small oPen field.

Sp-15
Ronald Neighborhood Park: Park development to include a childrens
play area, a small open field and passive areas.

Sp-16
fiitttop Neighborhood Park: Development should include an oPen pla-y

field, childiens play area, a drainage retention pond (existing), picnic
areas and areas of bpen space preservation. The site may also be large
enough to support a couple tennis courts if funding becomes available.

Sp-17
l-iiltwood Neighborhood Park: Correct drainage problems and improve
playing surfJce of existing athletic field. Provide a childrens play area
and recreation facilities for the elderly.

Sp-18
Cromwell Neighborhood Park (#9): Development should be minimal and
consist of passive recreation areas (open space).
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tifle ond locotion
Neighborhood Park:
Devel opment
Recormndati ons

cosi ond timing resp.

1978 -1984 | rgg5+
pnonly 2prioritr lprioritl lprioritt )pnont

Sp-I9 (Neigh. Pk fl2)
Rldqecrest Neigh. Pk. *

[2 -000

*
t?n non'

K. C.
Parks

l) Brush & trim trees to increase
visibilitv lnto Dark.

tl n^-^r^h .:^^-i h;l 6 
^f ^i'u

ileighborhood Playground:
Develooment
06.^n;nd. ll 

^n<
Sp-20
Richnond Beach Park

r
;ee So-!

x. c.
Parks

5p-21
Aldercrest €1em. sch. FIo costs

K.C. /
ichool

uevelopmenl agreemenls wrrr ndve .t
worked out between Shoreline School
Dist- and Kins Countv.

Sp-22
Cedarbrook Elem. School

Frc costs
K.C, /

;choo'l (Same as above)

Conruflity Parks:
Developmnt

sD-23
Hamlln comunity Park

r
f?on _onr

K. C.
Parks

Project to include clearing underbrush
construction of new athletic field and

So-24 Ir I
South Central Sir'Jret,n.

*
9300 -alnr

K. C.
Parks

In addition to tennis & hand ball cour
special facillty for the handicapped

Sp-25
Hlqhlands Conrunity Park

K. C.
Parks

Park site will be added to the Shore-
view rEjor urban Dark development.

) Shoreline Comil.rrlity Planning Conn'lttee reconnends that tne name 5outn Lenlral Shoreline Park be changed to
Fred Anhalt Comnlty Park.

Prolect Descrlptlons

Sp-19
Ridgecrest Neighborhood Park (#12): Trees and vegetation should be
brushed and trimmed to improve visibility into the park and increase
safety. Brushing should occur as soon as possible. Additional devel-
opment should provide a playfield and other active recreation oppor-
tunities.

Sp-20
Richmond Beach Neighborhood Park (#2): Rehabilitate existing athletic
field, tennis courts and gymnasium.

Sp-21
Aldercrest Elementary School: There are no sites for a neighborhood
park or playground in this neighborhood. The recommendation is for
King County and the school district to develop an agreement for
sharing the cost for improving or expanding the recreation facilities at
the neighborhood elementary school.

Sp -22
Cedarbrook Elementary School: (Same as Sp-21).

ended Projects Park and Recreation
DeveloDment ProDosais
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Prolect Descriptlone

Sp-23
Hamlin Community Park: Develop new athletic fields, improve and light
existing fields where necessary, and landscape and improve undevelofed
area of the park as a semi-natural preserve with picnic areas, trails,
etc.

A program should also be developed that would incorporate work release
for inmates of the Firland Mini-Prison to provide jobs in both improving
and maintaining Hamlin Park.

Sp-24
South Central Shoreline: Provide
courts, tennis courts, and special
capped.

sp'zs
Highlands Community Park: Should be maintained as a conservation
area, with only minimum improvements such as trails. This park will be
combined with Shoreview urban park.

athletic field, handball/basketball
recreation facilities for the handi-
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Recom mended Proiects nb#"tiTs3;:t,,

litle ond locotion
Conmunlty Parksi

) flegotilte uith Burllngton llorthern' to'lmmve safety along tracks.

Construct and llght tennis courts.

Llght ba]l flelds
Fundlnq avallable

CoB|nmlty Playflelds:
Development Proposals

Neqotlate wlth school dlst. for Kln!|
to-cooDerate ln imorovlng existlng

Prolect Descrlptlons

Sp-26
Richmond Beach Community Park: Further development of this park
should include negotiations with Burlington Northern to solve the safety
problem along the railroad tracks and provide site landscaping, im-
provements to tne trails, picnic area shelters and the beach. Public
acquisition of the northern beach area is not recommended at this time.

Sp-27
Kellogg Jr. Hi. School Tennis Courts: Construction of two tgnnis
courts w/lighting at Kellogg Jr. Hi. School.

Sp-28
Richmond-Highlands Athletic Field: Provide lighting for athletic field to
increase use of an existing facility.

Sp-29
All Shoreline School District Athletic Fields: Encourage negotiations
between school District and King County to share in the costs of im-
proving existing school athletic fields. Many fields can be more exten-
sively used if better drainage was provided or surfaces are converted
to an all-weather material.
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Recommend Pro P.rt rnd Recrcatlon
,lbYelopnent Prcpo$ls

tille ond locotion
ibJor Urban h"ks:
Davelognent
RacofiEnd!tlons

Flrst ph|se of drv. Iould provlde one
.ll mather soccgr/brseb.ll fleld, p|l

SD-32
General fencing for parks
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Prolect Descrlptlons

Sp-31
shoreview urban Park: Development. of this park should be quite
intensive. Use would include soccer/football fieids, baseball/ sofibalt
fields, tennis courts and an area for flying thang glidersr'. Restroom
facilities should also be included.

Sp-32
General Park Fencing and Barrier program: program is to provide
fences or other architectural barriers to delineate -various parti boun-
daries and protect adjoining private property.
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Area Zoning
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BACKGROUND
In 1977 a community plan process was begun for the Shoreline area.
The community plan is necessary to provide up-to-date guidelines for
managing the way Shoreline will develop and change over the next 6-10
years. The plan recommends policies and guidelines in three basic
areas; 1) land use, 2) transportation and 3) recreation. The
Shoreline Communitv Plan Area Zoning is a companion document to the

Zoning document Provides zoning
maps for the Shoreline Plan area that help implement policies and guide-
lines adopted within the community plan.

STUDY AREA LOCATION

The Area Zoning covers the same land area as the Shoreline Community
Plan. The planning area is approximately 15 square miles or 9r800
acres in size. lt is bounded by Puget Sound on the west, Lake Wash-
ington on the east, Snohomish County on the north and the City of
Seattle on the south. Neighborhoods within the Shoreline area include
Richmond Highlands, Richmond Beach, lnnis Arden, the Highlands,
Echo Lake, North City, Ridgecrest, Hill Top, Sheridan Beach and the
City of Lake Forest Park.

DEFINITION OF AREA ZONING
Area Zoning is "synonymous with the terms of 'rezoning or original
zoning' as used in the King County Charter and means: Procedures
initiated by King County which result in the adoption or amendment of
zoning maps on an area-wide basis. This type of zoning is charac-
terized by being comprehensive in nature; deals with natural homo-
geneous communities, distinctive geographic areas and other types of
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districts having unified interests within the county. Area zoning,
unlike a reclassification, usually involves many separate properties
under various ownerships and utilizes several of the zoning classifica-
tions available to express the countyrs current comprehensive plan and
community plan policies in zoning map formrr (King County Ordinance
3669). Area zoning is proposed at the same time the community plan is
proposed (King County Ordinance 3669).

AREA ZONING PROCESS

Shoreline Community Area Zoning will help implement the adopted land
use plan. The study process for area zoning occurred at the same time
as the Shoreline Community Plan study. The first step was to identify
and classify the social/ economic characteristics of the community and
inventory its natural and man-made environments. This information was
compiled, mapped and printed for the Shoreline Area in a report. This
report, titled "shoreline community Profiler', was distributed throughout
Shoreline at the early community meetings and is available at local
f ibraries. Phase I was completed in May, 1977.

Next, community issues and concerns were identified, and policies
developed which are designed to help implement the desired goals and
community improvements. ln Shoreline, four initial area-wide community
meetings were conducted in May of 1977. As a result, a wide variety
of issues were identified and put into priority. From June of 1977 to
May of 1978 a weekly series of open community meetings and workshops
were held by the Shoreline Community Planning Committee and County
staff to translate the issues into policies and mechanisms appropriate for
implementation. In May of 1978 another series of area-wide community
meetings were held for the public to review the preliminary results of
the planning committeets work. Based on comments received from the
community, the citizen committee reviewed the plan and made their final
recommendation to the King County Council. Area Zoning accompaniesttle proposed plan to the Council. Adoption of the proposed Shoreline
Community Plan and Area Zoning by the King County Council completed
this phase of the process.
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LAN D US,E/ZON I NG CHANG ES I
In order to obtain the objectives outlined by the land use policies the
Shoreline Community Plan Committee carefully reviewed the existing land
use and zoning conditions throughout the Shoreline area. In making
recommendations for land use and zoning changes 4 questions were
considered; 1) Are there areas of existing or potential conflict be-
tween one land use and another? 2) Are there existing land uses that
should be encouraged to be changed to higher density or different use?
3) Are there vacant lands where the present zoning should be changed
to allow a different use? 4) How can commercial zoning be expanded
in Shoreline without adversely affecting adjacent communities. Com-
mercial development is the only land use where the general development
goal and policies would require an increase over the existing zoning.

There are specific areas in Shoreline that the Planning Committee felt
should be recommended for change as they pertain to their recommended
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policies. Properties that have not been identified for zoning changes
are not recommended for change by the committee. The existing zoning
should apply for the remainder of the plan cycle, unless additional
development controls are placed on the property through the IPrl

suffix ordinance.

A requested zoning change that is not recommended in this community
plan should only be granted to the applicant when it can be shown that
the land uses permitted under the area zoning are not appropriate for
the parcel in question. Prior to a reclassification it should also be
determined that the rezone, if granted, would not unduly impact the
adjacent single-family housing and neighborhood.
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READER ASSISTANCE

A. Each half-section zoning map within the Shoreline area indicates:

1) Zoning prior to August, 1980

2) Area zoning adopted by Ordinance No. 5080. An arrow ( | )
indicates the location of an adopted zoning change. A zoning
change is indicated by an X through the existing zone classifi-
cation. The adopted zone classification is shown near the
existing classification. rowNsHrp

3) The hatf-section - township - W Z-dA-Srange number is given at the -/ - -- 
\top of each page. HALF-sEcrroN RANGE

B. The index to the zoning maps, on the facing page depicts:

1 ) The section, township, and
range for all land within the
Shoreline Community.

?) The Kroll map number pA

3) The page number of this report
where a specific half -section
can be found.

c . To determine zoning for a specific parcel of land, examine the
index map and find the half-section within which the parcel is
located. Then turn to the detailed zoning map and locate the
specific parcel. Zoning changes which have occurred will be
indicated by an arrow ( | )

NOTE: The King County zoning code synopsis:

The synopsis is located at the end of the report. More
detailed information on individual zone classification require-
ments may be obtained by calling the Division of Building and
Land Development at 344-7900.

THE MAPS REPRODUCED IN THIS REPORT ARE COPIES OF THE
OFFICIAL ZONING MAP SERIES WHICH IS ADOPTED AS A PART OF
THIS AREA ZONING. THE OFFICIAL MAPS ARE AT A scALE oF 1II=
200'; EAcH HALF-sEcrloN wtrHtN SHORELtNE ts sHowN oN A sEpAR-
ATE PAGE AT A SCALE OF 1 tNCH = 600 FEET.
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Individual Zoning Maps and Explanations
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RS 7200

No changes are proposed.
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Zoning as of August, lgg0



E 2-26-3

RS-15000, RP-3600, RM-2400, B-N

No changes are proposed.

RS 7200 (Potential RM-2400)

The Plan concurs with the potential zoning designations.

RS-7200
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No changes are proposed.
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